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CHAP. ly. 

Concerning tht iignificatlon of the terms 
lAPTiZEy and ttVAPTiSM; v4ierein i$ 
particularly Sbsmn^ that at leaft when 
cfemsiomally or Aci^meartally ufed, ihey 
are generic termis, comprehending dif- 
ferent fpecific modes of purification and 
cleanfing, 

^ i» Cf the pnm in queJHm. % a— lOw That 

\ tlnfi wmrds an OEKaRlc Urms^ aad not con- 

•' Jmed to the ^mfic mode ^f difi^ing^ afrpsars (L ) 

From n comparative view of their different ren^ 

deringSf and oh inve/ligation ^ their primary 

meaning. % ii — 22. (II.) Frwi a view cf 

feme of tbofe fajfages where the terms refer j$ 

§ther modes rdt^yerjhfin 4hat of dipping, § 23 

r-29« (III.) .From the verdki of eminent au^ 

ihors, . § 30—4^: (IV.) from the a^nceffums 

of*9ppan<infs* ' § 43.' Chroliaties. ( i ) T^ mode 

vtkmhk* ^ 44* (^) 2^^ pradiice of the 

Qreti Church. of no importancey as the mode is 

face. §^45. (3) The primitive cuftcm^ were 

it vfvtfriaklej woidd m^tfupport the essentia* 

JUlTy 'rf (^ng.^ §>4.(), (4) Tiat.tho' ,the 

Y^.fi. B Deftgn 

^, mt%m\ 149837 
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2 Of ihi Signification cf the Ch. 4« 

Jbefign of baptifin wen tmre ftJLy exprejfed by 
immerfionj than ly *p6urSig Of^ ^JprmJ^gj yet 
would not immtrfim be proved ijfentialj nor any 
way ferviceable to tti caufi * of our^ opponents. 
§ 47*^49* ^^^ fiPP^^^ reafinSj rife and pro- 
grefs of pouring or Jprinkling^ inftead of immer^ 
Jhn'-^ retorted, 

§ '* nr^HE prelimt qu^on i$ noti whether 
X the terms h^tize and baptifmj when 
they occur in • profane writers, jnoft comni^y 
figirffy to immerfe ^md immerfioni but whether ^ 
thefe tenn% iMrhea Aey occur, in the New Tcf- 
tament, omvey the i4ea of iysiinn:fi9fi eMclu/svely^ 
or» whether thefe actions ace ^entiaUy included 
in the terms, tffhoi ufed in a ceremonial and 
facramental fanfe? 

Again : The qudtion is not^ which of fe- 
veral inodes is the mofi eUgible\ but whether 
any mode whatever, bdSdes immerfion, is vaHd% 
and in (h(^ v4iether the terms bs^tizing and 
]^unging are fynonymous^ in reference to the 
i>aptiftnal ordinance ?-«• We have therefore no 
-imimediate controvcrfy with our brethren, the 
BaptiAs, about their preferring fdun^ng to ^prink- 
Jng or any other mode of ufing water. Our 
principle^ the confirmati<m of wliich J am now 
et^;aged in, makes no dinsS attack vipoa the 
pra&ia of the Baptifts, however umvcrfid, any 
more than on the rubrick of the church of 
England, or the cuflom of ^ Greek church; 
but upon that fimtiment which' maintains, that 
the prevaifing practice of thdr opponents in 

pourki^ 
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Ch. 4* Terms Baptize mul Biiptifm. } 

pouring or ^prmUmg water on. the fialjo^ is a 

mere nullity. Were their, attack upon us about 

a prafiice which they think is Irfs preper than 

dieir 0¥m, yet net invalid and nvtUj the ^te 

of the controverfy would be eflBeotisUly altered* 

Confequently, our oppofers' >PP^1 ^o ^^ cuftom 

of any churches ancient or inodem» as uiing 

immerfion) in favour of their pradicei is not 

to the queffion. To anfwer thdr purpofe^ thefe 

ought to be bron^t tefttfying» that dippii^ is 

efftntial to die ordinance. Hie Baptifts w^nk 

allow that there is the leaft affinity between 

baptizing vcA fprinkling; nay, that fprkikUng, 

pourings and aU fuch modes of apfdying water 

to die fiibje£^ are diametricaUy oppofite to bap- 

dfm : fo that nddier by a iynecdocbe^ an allow^ 

able catechrefis, or any other ^ura of Speech, 

according to tbnn, can ^^rinkUng^ &c. be cal* 

led bapt^* But if we appeal to the language 

and concefficms of thofe very perfons and 

churches ¥rho are fumnumed to witnefs againft 

us, and particularly the ancients, on this ji^ 

and proper fiate of the queftion, we (hall find 

them unanimous in their decifions again/i our 

brethren. For they call baptifm by many names 

that have no relation at aU to the adion of 

dipping any more than fprinkling; fudi as, the 

grace^ the gifi^ regeneratiwy iUuminatieny ahfihuion^ 

the un^i^Tiy fahatieHy the myfterious ffurament^ the 

fealt the me^k of the Lord^ tinSlieriy lover of rege^ 

nerafion^ the great einumcifien^ the hitiation^ can't • 

fecratien^ con/ummatien^ the Jacred^mhelj f^c» i^B^*\ 

B2 Wc 

*te BtKGiTftVs Antiquities of the Chriftiaa Cbmcb^B. ti« ck. i. 
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4 C^ thi ^piificmiw of the ' sCL ^.„ 

We iA« a^inudi igaM i^nfiim^ ilie term bm^ 
to either dr both of the fpedfic adtons ojf 
f^rinkllng br (touring as to that of iKppitig. 

WtifeK IhiBiefbre Mr. £• e3q>rdQes hmfetf W 

t!ie followli^ tanguase, utet does iie better thia 

yield the ctttfe ? ^ N. B. To xbw»t miftake% 

"*< the reader b defired to ^fem^ that nmf of 

*^ the fcdlowing qnoUtions «« to be «otifigleMc( 

'^ as conceffiotis, made by diefe kamed authoBs^ 

'^ m inconfidefabli part of them ass£&tino, no^ 

^ wfthftaouUng what thqr here fey, that the word 

'"^^Wptifm fignifies pmring aid fpmkiing a« 

*w^*w«li AS immcifiont" And again: « N.JJ. 

*^ Candour demands we fiwuld here ackaow- 

-^fed^ tfM tho* thx& ntiaitrouB asid learned 

^«^amh%rs have ^^efltprefled tbmWves m the fdU 

-^^t, as iS^htf ^cdMble> that the apoOIes did 

'^ fbtiietimes fadminifter baptifin hy pourhg or 

\^ Jpririkihig%.'^ * Now mtmyy Mr. B. does not in- 

fortfi tis. But his quotiiig ^ity, nvho j^'iuH^ the 

^4llbj65k and protVMUiee bkn i^ftmod^ can anfwer 

^iKb othier purpofe tbm 'to amufe and danle 

^'••^ the tye of a Tttpeificial obfcnw." When o«r 

t^|>onents, then, <^ produce inflances, wh«:ie 

'^aifitiv fignifies to Mifj they take psins to im>ve^ 

what we never denied ; ids. dat fUfpif^ is not 

e:ccluied from tiie C^fioatikm tf the ori^al 

word ; and many volumkious treatifes they have 

thrown inimy upon this neediels fiibjed. But^ 

if they itftend that tfatir ^eafoning dnmld 

jotioiint 

t Pcadob, JSztm. p. t6, ' | Ili4, f. 71. 
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Ch»4« 7m«f Bg^ize and Baptifm. 5 

«iii0ant to conciufive a^umenl» and that tkeir 
Cmtiment ihouM keep pace with their avowed 
. fvaStied they oug^ ta prove, jthat the contro* 
vtpted word fighifes to dip only; and by a 
Mat imoierfion: that the facjrament is invalidated 
hy emry $thep mode^ ei applying the ba^fmal 
wate#--«nd tbi^ the authors^ they produce as 
eoiMttoancing thw ientiments, never acknow^- 
iedge,'^ that sfier modes of iacram^Ual wafhing, 
are i^uatly vaKd with that of dipping. Till 
they pfove tbefe p^rticularsi tb^ prove no- 
tf^ing^.*^ 

In one of hi» r^p&km 00 tbe fignificatb* 

of the terms haptfz$ and baptifin^ Mr» B. fays : 

^By the numerow quotations, here produced 

from learned Pcodobaptift^ we are phunly tayght^ 

That immer(ion,, plunging, or d^^ping^ t$ thf 

radical^ priimnji ^^^ proper nooning of the word 

hapAfin.^^f&Ai is tho purport of what the mpft 

learned^ Peedobaptifts acknowledge and aflbt, con^ 

cenring the word in difpote$ iK^ch, whether it 

be m farour of^^KT [ttie pltuiging] prance, I 

leave the reador to judgef" One of his readersi 

at kaft^ juc^s, that what he has prodiK:ed 

from PoedobsptiH: writers as concelTions, ^^ no 

more^ regard the kading. pctot in difpuu than-^ 

(I was gtxn^ t(^ &y) the firft verfe of the firft 

book of Chroriidcs, Adam, Shcth, Enofh!" 

For the inwui^tite ifuelHon is not^ What is iht 

•* radical, primarji and pff^er meaning of the wad 

hift^m^*^ m a pbiUigicel or ^ffmhgi^M /enfe i 

B 3 but 

^ Mr. Ps Cov lev's Rejoind* p. 143. f P«dob» Exam. p. i^Hlu 

'■^, 
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i Of the Signification of thi Ch. 4. 

but, Whether the l^gai, the cerenwmali ot facra^ 
mental fcnfe of the word exdiides, abfohitely w* 
eludes^ every other Idea but immerfion ? No am- 
ceffion ihort of this is of any r^ fervice to our 
opponents' caufe. If it be faid, that fuch c<m- 
ccfliohs favour their " fra&ice^^ let the uimary 
know, that this is only fiibflituting a mean 
fcphifm in the room of folid argument. Fear if 
they only prefer^ for reafons that appear to them 
concluiivei their phmging to our pouring os 
fprinkling, they are cordially welcome to adhere 
to that pra£tice, as the Greek diurch does { 
but let them not uncharitably condemn «nd 
nuliijy the baptifmal pradice of all Chriftendom 
befides. I fay, they are c$r£alfy tvekomei for 
tho* no human z&j as formerly obfervedi in its 
particular and fmgular nature, ftcundwn imlivi^ 
eluiimy terminating in a£hial exiftence^ and at^ 
tended yrith all its circumftanceSi can be morally 
imRffterent ; yet it may be fo fetundum J^ciem : 
therefore we regard the qtieffion. Which mode 
of adminiftering the ordinance (hall I adopts that 
of plwging or that of fprinkling, fuundum j^« 
f/Vm, INDIFFERENT. If, then, by " o«r pracm 
iicey* Mr. B. means that he .and his brethren 
admtnifter by plunging, from mere preference^ 
without nullifying the ordinance when any other 
mode of uGng water is ad<^)ted ; his numerous 
quotations are nothing better than vain parade^ 
that does not* at .all affeft the essentxalit v 
pf dippings which) and which ,aIone^ is the poi^t 

in 



^oogle 



in cooteft*. But if by ^ 9ur praHiciV be 

mtended» the flunifing d t6ofc peiibns, who had, 

been before IprinUid ia the name of the (acred 

Trinity, MXkAfx pretence that the la^er was rui 

h^ifm ^ the ibphifttcal intimation, th^'t ^ this 

prance "^ is countenanced by the venerable lift 

of Poedobaptifts which he quotes, deferves a fe* 

vere repreheniion ; as k has n9 foundatm in 

TRUTH, — as it tends to impeach, not only the 

confiftency, but the chriftian fincerity of thcfe 

eminent charaders,-— and as it tends to miflead 

the incautious reader. I xonfefi that fuch a 

cooduft appears to me no Ids difingienuous and 

unreaibnabk^ than that of a perfon, who, at 

any rate to gain his pdnt^ ihould rummage a 

great number of q>iicopalian wri^ in (earch of 

€9nci(p9n$^ impcming that *^ the radical, primaryi^ 

and proper meaning^ of the word prayiri fa^ 

vours the ixtimf$rafti$u$ mode of prayings and 

thence inferring, that this extemporaneous mode 

\m .ejfintial to all acceptaUe prayer,— that he 

vfhQ nods a fiorm, however d^out his difpofi* 

tion, and however eameft his fiq)plicatioBs, does* 

not prayi'^TxA then ihould appeal to fifty or 

fixty authors, in vindication of his ill*grounde4. 

Jogmoy that he who reads a prayer can't be faid/ 

to fray^ as if all thofe authors were on his 

fide. 

B 4 %i. What 

^ ** li Aatfciptidt wttt contest with maiAtainiiig tbeir partkoltr 

f* «w^ ody at the finwrite bid§e of tfadr party, without ii>fi(^« 

«* Uig on. it «i the ^/tnm of the fkrament} oor coatroferfy 

^ would be inftastaneMfl/ at aa end/* Mr. DtCovicr'a R:« 

joiad. f, isSf . 
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9 eftHe s ) gnif iiu t My m ' eh. 4. 

%^ 2: W^ AT t afferf, aAU mtcnd t6 deition^ 
rf^, % that^ i9k^»^»y ah*' Buifluriioq are not fyiioj. 
iiyWous*Vritftf id' ^urij^t ^iiA pbdnging*^ but arc 
ci^iiiC'^^Viift^ ftot fwjfw/ri td the fpccific 
ijafede V^^i^ping ; ^ttd thirefore that they incltaii 
^lierm&Sis of ptiriikiJtitoiT, as by pourings fprmk- 
Hn^ iic. t\xt previous to the direft proof ct 
^s pofitibn let the foOoMdng things be noted 
^ pojtui&ta: 

t. T^rfA^ tfti miital fcrrfe alone of thefts 
ifarms Ihb'dlrf^ ultiiriatcly^ decide in the pi^efent 
&ntr6veriy. ' 

£ TfTAt- it^ is^ by no mtznt' iteteja^l tRa* 
jfiis t(lt^li(^' fenfe ihcmld be th^ finne as- thcf 
daffitaty or that /whidt is comm<taI^ fotnAi iif 
ftofsx^ abfWofs^'j as^cnfight be inftintJfedF in! riianjl 
e&er firipture^terrriftsr 

'/3. 'f'/jAt it^ 14 hot necefaty (as bcftnrfe ofc* 
ifei-ved cbhtcmhj^ fiiMtvif) that the prinriry-^'- 
kfhgkatox etffi^kgkaf fettfe eff thcfe terms ffiduid 

b# 

•^ tooths dl^ffilfiatiiitibiid^ to ttHB ^ rm'^l(ff$hki^ In tMl 
'^ cafe tf-. ^iiA4t jfoor ^io^^Oy wbuld , be. a <|KrtaiQ .meau to put 
K jou wroog as to the hteralftnje of an author.— It oJtch h^>pent 
«• tHat one author uTes a word in a differed fth<& ftbito tAt'o^ 
«^am>iiie^ — tfo /«(>«/ wiiteii of the'?^ T^ftdiiBtil^ JMSa^ 
««' their fyli upon th6 Mtmo wA Bt^i^nt ytrfi$i% oAoi' gh« 
<* 4 particular meaning to the Grtek words. If therefore we were 
<* to raader fbch words by their avf^, ujual fignification^ we iKbuU 
*' indeed renW them according to the kiUr, but at the fane 
^ time ihouNP Rf H^ (tMi dipMlMg 'thr ilMf mm»k tsb Mm 
«^^'die attthor".'* 9iP#<;sl»i«V d^ IlM»r^t>t lMrod«aioil 
l» ffii reidi^ oT tK« Hdly Scrit^<«i^ t^' If. WjTTSiMlr 
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CSh» fr Terms BnpHzi. and Bapttfin. f 

b« the l^al one ; at the mnark, itfpeding 9iber 
tcmoA^ wofKf be made almndbotly crident from 
dw laws of God and men* 

4. That^ tiieceftar^ «itft bidH £urtft to be 
the fterameatat ftofey or leg^Aatke force of 
tfie& tamt^ Wiick moft uneacceptioDably agreea 
mih alt ttofe paftges in the New TeAaaftcat 
where tbefe woids ait found. 

AccoRDiiTGLY} ki proof of our general po* 
fition, we s^ypeal 

§ 3* (!•) To a comparatire vsew<^ different 

ren^nrkigs of all tfaofe paU&ges in the New Tef^ 

lament where the wonis in <|iieftion occur* A 

p^ff^al fpecimen of this method of inveftigatiOn 

we »e fomiftied with by Mr. B. himfdi^ where 

he obferves: ^ While our bretbren maintain^ 

.that the term buftifm^ when idating to the in- 

ffitutkni lb called) means any thing fltort of 

immerfm-y it behoves diem to inform 0% which 

of our £ng]i(h words is con^petent to expreft 

i^ adequate idea. Is it tuafiii^? If fo^ we may 

confider that word as a pfoper tianflation of 

k, and a complete fubftitute for it, wherever 

Ae opdinanee bef(Hie us is mentioned by the 

fecred writers. Let us tnake ^e experimem 

on a yw paiGa^ges. — Is it pouring f Is \t Jprini^ 

litigj kc. *? '* . Let us impipye the hint, and 

fmrfue the plan. But &r& Mmft^ that, we dp 

tKit confider any Engli(h word as a ^ propsr tranf. 

fotion of thefe Qreek terms, or a compku iB^ 

B 5 ftituor 
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ro' Of 'th$ SlgmfudtUn of tht Cti* 4« 

fUtutei* for then^ du>^ our c^pmmts do. And 
yet, with this di&dvantage, I zm' indined td 
believt, they vriU have no great caufe to tri« 
uftiph. ^But v4iat Engliih term (hall we adopt? 
Shall it be either of thofe already inemi<»ied by 
Mr« B.? Nay, ibrfi I would as much oljed to 
as hitnieli^ neady; for the obvious reafon, that 
they are fpecific terms, the one exchiding the 
oth^) contrary ta the general thefis. If we 
adopt ettber of tbefe, the inconvenience will 
foon af^^ears and we fuppofe a fimilar inoonve* 
nience will arife from adopting the. Ei^idi 
term flunging^ and for a like reafim. I vtSSt^ 
then, that' a generic term^ fuch as purificationy 
de£c0tionj cmjecratimty feparatien^ initlatiou^ or the 
like, comes i^arev the facramental fenfe ^ bap^ 
tifittj than immerfim. I^et iis try the ^experiment 
with the words purify and purificatiok^ 
fer want of iome ffiU nearor to the import of 
the expreffive ori^al. 

Matt. tii. 6» 7. And were purifiba 

iphngei) of him (o) in (01^ ii/) Jordan^.— 

' • Whett 

§ Td U baptody that h pufiM,. m J§fian (fetfing tlic 
mi» of panf}Bing out of the qiieftioa );, pvovei no men than thejr 
veie in tbe dunody or bttwcen the bankt. ^ dn rmr$ for 
thuf the apoflit Ptol lays; ^ And wee all baptiaed [purified^ 
ioidaled} unto Mo&s— 1» T9 doXoo'^^ IK At fia^V i Cor* 
9« %• ^at M, in the diy tbmmei «f tlie fta* And of tte fine 
it it (aid t ^ Tlie diildren. of I&ael went %U l^^^ rns OoXft^^iK 
.(Sept.) JMTO the mid/i^tbi /ui\ that ia of the ehamtei.^AniU 
indeed^ to call the cAmok/ of the wateii^ or the wliole cstity 
hetwem the two banlcf of n xifei^ a aet ooym icaliy tie nverg it 
jedetty cnknuihk to the cooubm aiodei of fpcedu So that 

the 
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Ch. 4*. Tirms Ba^Uzt and Baff^mu xi 

When he (aw many — come to his furijica- 
TioNf (plunging) he (aid unto them. t^. ii'. \ 
PURIFY (plunge) you witli water— but he (hall 
FURiFY (plunge) you with the Holy Gboft 

B 6 and 

t^ foelBQii nntim im^^u fM^ ts to aoy deeUive /n^^ deduced 
fion the phraies i ji«9 aod i« tU rivtr» Nqr does it tppcar to 
BM >& fnbahk (est. par.) that fich a tettioo was appointed or 
pfcfiarred on account 9i ihit sB $f ^fpi^» at that it was ftih* 
finriat to aftkr infortMi pwpoiet. For if, aa we aic told, pri- 
vate A«t&f were nameroos io that coontry $ and if foch aombefa 
were (6 well afieQed to John at to be immerjtd hj hiiD| it i* 
manifeft he could be at no lofi for haftifimtu Bcfide^ if the 
confeflion of fine, and profieffion of repentance, were ftrfimH^ at 
ear oppo&rt infiouate, how much more commodJoot muft have 
been thofe retired h^Uf Not to %, that the mtiA tvater of 
Jordan or Enen appeatt as Mftmcfffkrf fat immeriion,.. i^ Judea» 
at the much tvattr of the Thamet, in London* Or if it moft 
-be in a moie open fituation, the ^k wtftrr of any nmning 
brook, mifht be made, in a few houn, at convenient f^ im* 
Kcrfion at any part of Jordan* Therefore mcfffitjf here moft be 
difcarded* But if we confides John*t' bapdlm at a gpurml fu» 
rificMtim of the^ Jewf„at a prelude to (be Meffiah*t appearance; 
and if we confider Use nxaft mukittida that retorted to him on 
that occafion j. the J^lmefi of 'the fitoation, nay, the metjptj of 
a hrfit iUfrmi of water, it manifeft* Such a place* then, aa 
the verge of Jordan or Enon, on the principles I maiouin-- that 
is, when we join the ideas of a general and national confeHion 
of fin, and purification or ceremonial ian^'fication. thereupon, and 
the gr*mi €$ncourfi of people whofe refreflunent and comfort- were 
confiilted (not to mention the watering of their beafts, on which 
prbbthly many of them rpde)— >wat not only expedient ' tut 
hl^ly mcilptry \ whereat on the contfa&ed' hypothecs of our 
opponents, who fuppofe iKxne were baptized by John but fuch as 
he deemed penitent and piout, from their fftrfami cop?eiie with 
him* Ibch a fitoation appears totally unneeejkryi In the on cafe 
we can diicover either the prudence oC John in choofing, or thf 
wifdom and goodaeft of God in appointin|^ thofe fituataonsj bufc 
In the othet €afe» whether dtht^ it difcoterable, let the impartial 
Me. ' 
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ii 'Of the figmjicatfin cf the C!i. * 4. 

ahi VitK firef* v. 13 — ^^16. Then cometh 

Jeftis 

, i' Iv Mai, ill. !• ^e have a propliecjF of John ti^'Bap* 

lb; •» teoki; % wtli femritty M^^ger, and ht AaM pivpi^' 

tU ^y before me/* Theft' (m. 2«) of Chrift it it iaid j <« He 

if like a refiner*t Jire, and like fuller*s , fope.** And then (ver. - 

i.) it 18 ^ddedj *^ tie ftaiTiit ik a reffne^ iinA funJUr 0^6- 

~fi>ni 6f L«vi; a)i^ purge &^ as* 

b conformity to thit pmph^lic paf- 

th a defigned and diit^ reference to 

very ihdTeiiger tiys of his Lotd whol^ 

It atkHX Uptixt [i.e. *wai>v]you 

nt 9f) £re* Hence we may pther 

er the word heftize was not to ptungt 

it be faidy that the gold or filver in 

e are }« order, to be purified^ ft is' 

ty except it be a giving df it Up» 

m»^ ide^y to phnge muft be only k 

iecondary one, but no way ^entiali and If in any cafe ntcefpsayp 

k is ib i^ accident* And therefore to plunge and to baptize are 

not Jynotymous, which is the point in difpute. Again : tho* pu* 

{ification may be performed by plunging, yet they ixt fit Mta 

being fynonymousj .elle we may iay — that the phrafcs ** tfuri* 

fer of filver,** and «* he /hall ^rijy the fens of LeVi," toJky be 

equally read, <« a fiutifet of filver r* and ** he ^^^ut^t the (htas* 

of Levi ?*' And let it be remembered^ that as our Lord is lik^ieif 

to fffe as wdl at to firt in his operatioh ; fo to eleanfi'^y meant 

^f fipe^ and to furijy by means of fre, are difJEbrent reprcftnta- 

tions of the fame thing. Therefore^ as the term hapiixe is ma4ie 

Qrnpnymous with purify by John j by the iiime rule w« are 

taught to regard haptize as (ynonymous with ckaitft, iA thb con* 

jiediion. Andy as it would be ridiculous to denominate a refine 

or purlper of filver, <' a phingtr or dippet of filver}** I fuppoll 

it ^ ' *' * ich iefs foy to call one who tUofifo Lyineftii^ 

of fo g to Malachi. in the pafi&ge jdft refentd tol 

a fu] r or d^ in ibper* Which, if I mtftaki 

not, :hat tho* the refiner ol' fuller may etAplby the 

^[pecil dipping to effe£^ the end propofed, yet this 

aaibi klA^ is only a modt of efii^^ng ^'pnlina^ 

'Vii^t aarSs we may tiot liiprpperTy adil w^t the^^ 

fir^ncd 
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Ch.' 4* 9^^^ AfibU mid Bdftifm. ^ %% 

JdRto—W Btf WjKrriBiy* (fkmjpi) oS hi«i.~I 
Iktve need t(^ b« puic^fibb (phmgml) of thee. 
— Jdli* when hd' wu^orifibo (piwtfnl) went 
t(p flrai^n^#arf « ' Chop. atK. My . a> Arc j^ 

aUe 

l&Md Dr. Jdkli Owmr £19^ fU. dial Arriifiv « nt w^c^ 
«« figiite Oi 4p^ but M ^enqluig a mtdi a& and ik fr^ i» 
** WAIAIVC [or ci.XAiftiMG]| aa(f that it figaifiet tof(«^[or 
^' ^Atfn/tfj in aU fftoi autbon.*' See Dr Owxfr*t Complete Col* 
'kaion of Sennoniy p. flo^ 581* AimI fir, Ri»i»fe4ftT*f B9d)r 
4M7if{i^, VbU St* p. 41^ 

9 It itnr befo Aewii fiiAiJl^ tlaC JoUS A^lifin ^rwone of 
te JMiV pMUktioat I Iks alMp* iii. ^ 37* and chap. ii. ^ lau) 
to here it auy be aiked> How can the idea of fuHficstioH be 
appiied^to Chrift? t tnArer— With the irme ^M>prtecy in to any 
other Hebrew. Fbr, ;te i^ wtnld be no deSfMaliM of U$ i«6rd 
«bd divIOB diaiaQer » ifapptiK hi9 capable of tifmmml m^^ 
iMet as well al any other Jens fnch at ft>Uowed the touch of a 
corpse a bone^ &e. (fee Numb, xii.); ^ H would Be iko im* 
l^riety to aHow, that he Mtgh^ b« f>krifiti. And, iadegd^ 
teng he condeftended to inhabit a poUMiU world, and became a 
phyfician to puUieana and batttxi^ cmbfadng all proper opportujutiea 
fer pionioliAg. fhe corporal as wet at the fpiritual welfare of the 
oUtkbtn ol neo^ what 6a6 more natural can we aBign to hit 
baptifm, than that of afCMnt/ pmifkatknf He became fubjedt to 
the ceremonial at well as the moral law, as appears from his ^ 
ctrcnmcifioa and other confiilerationv ; kut fiare it does not appear 
probable that he did on the one hand fcrupuloofly attend to the 
pnifyifig pofitive rites whieh were ** made for man/* fa on the 
other handf when be fays, ** Thus it behoveth ns to fulfil all 
ii|Ehteoiifiiefi^** It ia highly probable that he, as the Lord rf cen* 
mmkh (as well as of the Sabbath,) ihould appoint and fubmit to 
«M ifftifiitt m a gmrMiJ^kuU for all ceremonial purifications. 
Thus a cumbcrfiMne yoke was taken away and only an eafy one 
appointed which might anfwer erery purpofi^ as fuited to the 
more /xmplc yeC fabUme ^ehlAs of the Mei!sah*s khtgdom. To 
which we may add* that ^ idek of fifaratim ot JkHeation t» 
God, may be alfi> conTcyed here by the term haptiztdf as welt 
il dbt dr po^iiSonlon; UsA hidted ctttaoiial parIficacio» does it- 

. . fdf 
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i4 • CfAi^paficawtrfOi Q^ % 

aUe to«-be PUMFXED* vMx thfFUitiFicATioN 
that I aor PURIFIED {pbinged mtU fit^ pbtngiaf 
diat I am plunged) with?--Y^ ib^ indeed— 
be PVRiFiED with the. FURiFiCATipN that I 
am PURIFIED {fbmgid viith the plunging I am 
plungtiy YiiAu Chap. x]cL^5»< The ^uR^FiCAr 
TioN (plunging) of John whence was k ? Chap, 
xxviii. 19. Go ye therefore and te^ch all nations 
PURIFYING J (pbmging) than. > . 

Mark u 4, 5. Jc^ did purify (plunge) 
In die wildemeft, and preached the purifica* 
TioN (plunging^) of rqpentance.— And were aU 
PURIFIED (plunged) of him (m) in [or at] the 
river of Jordan.— '«« 8y 9. I indeed haye pu« 
KIFIED (plunged) you with waters but he (hall 
PURIFY (plunge) you with the Holy Ghoft; 
And was purified (plunged) of John («k§} 

in 

felf imply a icf mtioii Ifoat any idattte impimty^ for entcfing 
into s doier and more, fpecia! degree of rdative hotineft : w|ik]» 
very well agnset with our Lord's eolraBce oft-hia public mtaif^ 
try, immediacy after hit baptifiiu 

* Hsas (eems to be' implied the idea of tmttstioit^ of pr»*' 
felytet, as alio die Jkmiiari idea of being tntd^ ot put to the 
pro^» attei^iiig ibmc kinds of parificadooy as of metals by the fire*, 
cloth by the fulling rail), ftc See Job xxHi. lo^ P6. ail« 4. 
hvi. 10,11. Zcch. siii. 9. and erpeeiaUyDaji«kii.io. i Pet» I. 
f, 7. Prov. ^(viik 3. '< In nomine Upiifmi ratio metaphor* i^te 
** conftat. Scimos enim baptifmo bd fui aboeg^tioiiem, ad ve- 
** terem nominem crudfigendom* deol^ ad cmdi toicnntiatt 
•• imtiari fideles«'* Calt. in kt* 

2 Sifmratit^ them from the worlds dtdUaHng thtm to me^ 
tod hdtUniitg them Into my ehiirdi» by the putificatioa 0^ 
llrater. 

§ For %f, by an an^ge^ ai Mat^ il. %%, He dwelt 
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^4* Term B^f^Ki aad Eapi^rtu xj^ 

hk [or at'\ Jbidam jChtpi vii* 4* And whea 
Aej come firom the marketi excq>t tbqr puri- 
fy (pbmgt) they eat not,— The purifyxnc$ 
(fUtngmg) .of cups and pots, of brasea veflelt 
md taUes. Chap. xi. 30^ The purification 
(fbpfing) of Johx% was it from heaven ? Chap. 
xri* x6.— He that believeth and is purifi£j>| 
(pimped) (hall be ikved. 

hvKE lii. 3^-- Pleaching the purificatiok 
(phnpng) of repentance §• v. 7. Then iaid he 
to the multitude that came forth to be puri- 
fied (pbtmged) of him* v. il« Then came alfo 

publicans 

kU w^fi^ So (or ai) atkf oSkA Naiafttb. Maik ii. i. That 
U waM ^ oImow, r» tht tmfi. A£HU. 5- (Or ) ••< itftura?Jif^^ 
#r («r M) yin^aiem. Mitt. xH. 41. Thty ftpemed ik x«|t^f»«» 
«t (or, «i^ {j^ flWMt ^A » wR'tfM tf ) i^ 1^^'% of joou. 
Jdin is. 7* G09 wtfli i »{ x«Xv/«/?«9pftr, r« (or, «# #i&r trimk of) 
thiftot of Siloam. la refereace to this kft inftance, the foHow. 
^g woHt* from an acute and maAcriy writer itSm inftrtioar 
*' To taicr always a plungiag of the whole body ia water, becauie 
^ Che word tie [or ik] ocean ia the aarrattve» woold ia ttaay 
*' iaftancet be equally ^e at abfird. For inftance^ our Lord 
** conunandt the yooag maa bom bltad to waih in the pool of 
-*• Siloam.— Bat that hb wholo body was not immcried ia it la 
^ plaia } becanie ooly his efu were afie^tod, aad only this part was 
« to ha!re beta wa^edj^ in doing which thine was ao iouneiiloji 
«« at alir^ Mr. Da Covacr^ R^hid. p. 232. 

{ GerenMiiial cCwis/G^, which was effe£bd by varioos modn^ as 
pmringf ^tdik^ riiifng, UOhg, or any kind of wa/bii^,. 

I J^tvottd to me. 

§ Wm'cN led to, and. laid the fubjefis nnder ftrong obKgaiions 
of repentance and the fruits of righteotilheft 5 and as a ground of 
eaeooragement and moti^ thereto, the remi/Bon of iin, and thi 
blefflnp of the Meffiah*! kingdom were ceaftantly eahil^ttd. 
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^ OfOn Kgmfkmim ^ lit Ch. 4« 

^lie&ns to be pvitiFft^' (phng^. v. id. i 
indtcA PURIFY (phing^) ymi «4th w«ef {Mb*) g 
but— li« ftdl pUriftt (^^>lyott wfth tte 
fidy Ghoft and wiA ilvt (lurf wp»). v. 3ti> 
22. Now when ^1 the peaple w#re mtKiFimo 
(plunged)^ k cftme to pa& that Jefm alio being 
PURIFIED* (plf^gid) ind praymg^ the heavtt 
was opened, and the Hc3y Gftoft ddfcettdcil kk 
a bodily {fepe. • Chap» 'di. 29^ 30. AB tiie peo- 
ple-*being purified with the purifjcatioh 
(plunged wMi the phftghg) dt Jbim* Bi*t the 
Pharifees and Lawyers rgeded the coimfd of 
God againft thcmfelves, being not purified 
(phrnged) of hioft. Chsqp. ^. 38. And when 
the niarifee hvf it, he marvelled tkkt he had 
not firft PcntiFiEDt (p^g^) bdf(M?e dimier# 
Chap. xii. 50. But I have a puripicatio!» 
to be purified % (plunging to be plunged) with. 
Chap. X3E« 4» The pvr^figation (pluftging) qi 
John. 

JoHK i. 25, 26. Why PUR IF TEST ( (plunge/l) 
thou then?— I purify (plunge) witl> water. 
tr. 28. Thefe things wefe done— where John 

was 

* Indvding;, probaUy, hit bejng explicitly imttMted into hit public 
siiniftryy warfare, and bloody triiils. ** Chriftot vero ad pradi* 
caiidiifn etangeHum fe aceingem, tam bipliinio mtkm ^ ift ,flDii- 
aus /uvnv qtiam IpHtu Sas^o inftfiiftiit.** Calv. fi» 4e», 

f ^^'^(Ibfli/ i&fV iamb» (Mark vtti s» 3^) as a mode of ceremoaial 
ikan/ing among the Jews. 

X latimating aKb that he wu to be fererely trieJmd af&i^b^ 
at bcfoie obiervedl* 

I 'M^ do* ««»> i^mt tbepeofH t»a hifhef dtgiw of 

selitire 
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rtl. 4. Termf Baptize a^d Bapttfm. 17 

was- PTmiryiim (ptungih^). v. 31. — That be 
fliould be made, imnifcft ta Hhel, therefore an* 
1 come ptrRiFYiNG (pturiging) with water. 
»• 33. Hfe that* fent me to purify (fhmgef 
with water— the fame is he Which pintiFifiTH 
(phmgeth) Witik the Holy Qhoft. Chap, iff. 22, 
23. After thefe things came Jefus— and PtJRi-- 
^lED (plunged). And John alf6 was ptTRiFY- 
tKO (plufiging) in [or at] inotx, — And they 
tkttte arttf w^fe PUR iriEDi (plungid}. v. 26. Se- 
htffd the feme PURIFIEYH (plungith) affd all 
fheh cbitte to him. Chap. iv. r, 2.— That 
J&fttSmldt*' ahd PiJkiTxtD (pkwged) mtote"*- 
Aaplek* tftaW Jbhtr (tlia* Jdus himfelf ptJRinro 
QliMgfdJ nXjty \kir his' dlfciptes; Chtp. x. 40. 
wtiaFC John- at flrfr pt^RiritD (piungid). 

' -' ' ' §4. Act* 

f^tive holine^ than . ufual, by this purification of water. ^ if tho« 
be nbf that ChrK!?"* Tlfe Phailfttt tockf it for grtim«d that ft 
pAtfeUff a pu^fyini^ ail4 iMHTyiib^ ^ibr F^^* ^ » %>«^ <^ 
iiNtte |reat approaching change among them, and what -might be 
vrell e«fc£led at the coming of the MeiHah; aay, they feem to 
tike it draog^ thai any fhould undertake the worlc hia <he l^ef* 
^ah*« )<^ow if'fiumgipg was tJkt niodt oT J6h'n*i puci^ing riti, it 
it probable that thefe Pharifees, fond as they were of c^remonres^ 
iriit Miid\im it tli«^ weM* t« fa^^illl i» ^ffeilcdlan Aetild afllga 
to Aich a Meffiah as they etfeCM — ^the arduous tt^ of p^^figi^ 
Ihe inliabi&utts' of Jeruiatcm» of all Judet, end of all the regions 
found about Jordan ? To fuppofe that even the Fharifees, who could 
occafionally fwsillow a camel, coniie£kd fiich an afnphihious idea 
«9th the fpli^d i^ thMiCter 0/ t&i eUtptietitA Ddiiftirer, Is lifllle 
ihort of fappoling them to hare bciin as deftitute of cenmiotf 
fen^ as they were of real .godUne^* And even indeipendent of 
fttch a ftrange fuppofed coalition of ideas, " How — ww adn^f* 
*^M9Xm co^ld- flungt hpad«over-eara fucb an imroenfe and pro* 

« mifctioai 
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i8 qf thi:,SiimJiaftipt^. ^ thi CJi. 4* 

§ 4. AcT5 h j* For, John truly pwi^ifxjed 
{ptunged) mth water (clAA) ; but ye ihall be pu^ 
iLiFiBp* {pbinged) (•») with [or i^j the Holy 
<€hojft not many days hence» v. 2SU Beginning; 
fropi the vvKiwiQKTiov (plunging) oi JiAoi^ 
Cl^p. IK 38. Hien Peter did unto, them. Re- 
pent and be pURiFiEDf {pb^^d) every one of 
you* V. 41. Then they that gladly received his 
word were purifisd (plungid)^ Chap. viii. 12^ 
X3««-They were purified {plungid) both men 
and women (comp. Jolhua viii. %s^ 26.} Thei> 
Simon himfelf believed alio \ and when be was 
Pt^RXPiiD (plungiJ) he continued with Philq^ 
V. x6* For as yet he [the Holy Ghoft] was 
ffHtfi tip^t none ^ them; only they were rv^ 
RXFZED (pl$afid)in the name of the Lord Jefus^ 
V. 36. And (he Eunuch faid. See, here is 
witcr; what dodi hinder me to be pyRiFxtD| 
(plung^)i'^y. 38. And they went down both^^ 
into (•!« 4»4 vel i»^ to, or towards** ) the water,. 

both 

* aiiftuovt wml^iiiub'^wXl ever, to caojoor aod common fcn<t|> 
^ appear dtW M abiolute xainsk or romanoe.** Mr, Vt Coyjicy*a 
Rijoind. p. 155, 

• S^t»atti uA Jlti tfmt lor K^mt aad fp^dal ftnric^ by tU 

Imparted influence of the Holy Spirit. 

t Dcvottd to Chri^ ^d hutiattd Into hit cbiveb* 
} i.e. had la^iztd, A£h %U is» *^* 
I DttBcMiti to the Soa of God, and fn^Mlitf into hit TiilbU 
chnrfffai 

dt M t^^m^gtnerM^ mA% the md^oo tnoatii ibme term or 
«' tfQeft to which the tiling teodi ai ttfwktds iti end.** Mf^ 
fan Ds Fort RorA&*s Primitutfi of the Cmek Tongiw^ by 

^ w NVOSMT 
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Clu 4« T^rmr B^ipizi and Bapii/m. 19 

both Philip and the'Eunuch, and he purified 
(plunged) him. Chap. ix. 18. And he. received 
fight forthwith, and ^onofe and was purified 
(plunged). Chap, x* 37.-*After the purifica* 
TiON (plunging) which John preached, v. 47, 
48. Can any man forbid water, that thefe (hould 
not be pvHified (plunged)— hxA he com* 
manded them to be purified (plunged) in th« 
name of the Lord. Chap. xi. 16. Jdm indeed 
purified (plunged) vnth water (vl£i\)\ but ye; 
Ihail be Purified (plunged) (m) widi [or iy] 
the Holy Ghoft. Chaip. xiiu 24.— When John 
had firft preached before his coming the pu«, 
RiFiCATiON {pbinging) of repentance to all the 
peopio: of Ifrael. Chap. xvi. 15. And when (he 
was PURIFIED (plunged)^ and her houiholdi 
ihe befou^ us, &c. ^. 33. And he took them 
the fiune hour of the night, and wa(hed their 
ftripe^; and was purified (plunged)^ lie and 
9II his ftrai^tway. Chap. xviii« 8.?— And many 
of the Corinthians hearing, believed^ and were 
9VKiriEi> (plunged), v. 25. He fpake and 
taught diligently the things of the Lord^ know^ 
ing only the purification (plunging) ot John^ 
Chap. xix. 3—5. And he laid unto them. Un- 
to what (vi ri. To what end^ for wluit purpofe^ 
U what do^rine) then were ye PURiFiEDf 

- fplunged} 

NvotHTy p. %^. The «fe of t&e particle in the aboT« 
fflAge katm fuillel with Mlitt. vin» »7« Go thoa ils r^ 
kilhM^mf, #9 (or, t9 thefidt vf) tkt JU^ aad cift an hooi(a 
f iStf 0fan by a ibkan ecremonr. 
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20 GJ the Stgniftcaiim of the Ch, 4k 

{plunged)} And they faid, Unto John's purx^ 
r I CATION* {plunging). Then faid Paul, John 
▼erily purified with the purification (plunged 
with the plunging) of repentance,— When th^ 
heard this, they were purified (f^g^d) in the 
name of the Lord Jefus* Chap, xii. i6» And 
now why tarrieft thou? arife and be purified 
(plunged)y and wafli away thy fins. 

Rom. yi. ^ 4. Kn^w ye noi^ that fo many 
of us as were purified f (plunged) (tn to^ fir\ 
into a union with) ]c£\xs Chrift, wete purifi- 
E'd (plunged) into (tU to the defign of) bis 
death g?' T he r efo re we are buried with him by 
(^U thro\ On aeeount of) purification $ (^^H?** 
hg) into (tii for the purptfft of) death $. i Cor. 
i. r3*r-t7» Were ye purified'"**' (P^g^d) in 
flte name (nj tJ ©i^^, to boar the neum^ td thet 
honour and fehrice) dl PzxA ? 1 Ibasdc God that 
I PURIFIED (plunged) none of you, b«t Crilpus 
•nd Gaius; left any ihould fay, ttat I bad 
PURIFIED (plunged) in iiHne own ^aaae. And 

I 

* To- th» prtparatory and ^hdsnknt purpoics of Jo]^i*8 porU 
/yiog rhe, 

f Solemnly Ja tparu 

I i. e. tbe •ruciiixiony death and bttrial of ^$su * 

^ This obligatory feparationm 

f i. e, a (bte of death in regard of attachment to l!n ; that 
as Chrtft died tf aaoKit ftf ^t hfP bapdaed p«0^ey or chrMiaM^ 
hufht to k, are tindM pccnitar ^iBgadmt^ lo fatcomt dead jt * 
lU fHBm wH-At Ar« of ia, oa; any Mlowfliif with it* 

. *^ JfoitimiJnt^ tfae^ cfanrclN 
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Ch. 4* Term B^tixi and Baptifm. ti 

I PimiFiEB {plungftJf) alfo the ivnifidiold of 
Stq>hatuis; befides, J faiow not whetber I pu- 
JtiFZED (plunged) any other; for Chiffl km. 
me not to PURxrv {fbtnge)^ but to pctach the 
go^. Chjqp. X. 2. And ^mttt all PUftiPisD|| 
(pbif^id) vmto Mofes in («» ^ witb^ fy mums 
^ the cloudy and in (cr fyj. tmthj by means w^) 
the fea. Chap. xii. 13. For by one Spirit nve 
are ail purxfteo f (plungedX into {tU) one body. 
Chap. xy. 29. £Ue < v^hat (hall they do^ tbtft 
are purified (pbmged) fox {^^X) the dead? 
Why are diey then purified (plunged) for 
the dead? Gal. iik 27. For as many of 

you 

11 Separated, it^v^ed^ initiafid. Z»( rlf Mv^,''to the nn^uff, 
Jijipk/hip, kg^oft, or di^Hifaimt <tf Moiet. Or« accofding to 
ibsae eminest wpoJttorty ^ Mffes, iy thi mimjfiy ^ Mofeu So 
BxsA, fbr inftancey per MJeiu Bat that ufe of the particle %U 
is fomewhat uDOOinmcin, nor does the intended analogy betweei| 
the Chrlftian and Mofitic difpenfationtt ^d the prdfi^d fobjedion 
10 their refpc£iive fomidert^ appear to mc ib ftriking* •> by the 
^lUier imerprietatioii* 

'^ It it difficult to hy whether die cxa^ reference hereis^ 
to place» MT) to time, 'wldie in\ or to inftniroentality, iy mtam 
%f\ nor it it very material i what the Apoftk principally refert 
to it the faB^ that all the fathers, all the Ifr^cUteSy old and 
yovngy JM the vifible church, were haptixtd'-^i, e. by that £>lemn 
ttiwfeftiort ffarated from the idolatrous Egypdant, and imtiattd 
into a ftate of higher relative holinels than they were in before » 
•f well at the chriftians \ who were now growing too iecure in" 
their diftihgoifted frivilegesj and partkularly their fpecial relation 
io God by meatt of their ftanding in the church, and partici- 
.^patioa of the chriftian rites of baptiim, and the Lord't Supper* 

+ Initiated, 

' X' Jnftead of { i« e to 611 up their place in the church i^illunt* 
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yon a$ ham been furifibo |t (flunged) int^ 
(t»'() Chrift) have pot on Chrift. £ph. iv. 5. 
QAq r^RiFiCATioK (pbiKging!). Col. ii* I2». 
Buried with him in (or> Ijr, fv) purification 
fpltpfgingj^ wherdn alfb ye are rifen with him* 
HdH vi. 2. The dodrihe of purificatioks 
(plungingM)* Chap. ix« lo. Which ftood only 
in fiieats, and drinks, and divers purifica- 
,TI0I7S {piungingsj^ I Pet. iii. 21. The liice 
figure whcreunto, even purification (phmg^ 
ingj doth alfo now lave us« 

§'S* On this comparative rendoring I would 
make the following refl^^^ons. 

I. I AM far from fuppofing that any two 
words in the EngUih b&iguage are adequate to 
exprefii the exa<Et idea of tlie Greek words, 
'fiawii^ti and fimwlitrfdA^i yet I appeal to any un« 
prejudiced reader, whether feme words of ite/- 
tude, and general import, as purification^ dediec'^ 
tion^ confecrationy fepeiration to God, or die like, 
do not convey an idea more omformable to 
diat intended by the original terms, than any 
which the contraded fpectfic ones, fo mu^ 
boafled of by our opponents, as ^* compe* 
tent to expre& the adequate idea" eJi hap^ 
tifniy fuch - as phmging^ dippings or, immerfam^ 
are capable of conveying? According to them, 
the baptifm rf the Spirit^ is, the plunging or 
dipping ef the Spirit ; the haptijm of fire^ is, 
the phinging or dipping ef fre; the haptifin of 
iiater^ iS, thei plunging or di'iping of water ; the 
^ iapt^ 
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lappfm 9f hbdJ^ is, tbi plvnging or £fping «/* 
bkod. How ' uncouth fuch a rmdering J And 
yet how comitoon with the moft approved aQ« 
diort diefe phrafes, bapitfmus flaminis (vH Sph 
rHus)i baptijmus flvminis (vel aqtutJi bapi^^ 
mus SANGUINIS (vel martyriijf It it not fuf- 
fickndy thantfeft, that die grating 'im p ropf i et y 
of the former rendering,^ is owing tntirdy to 
the makii^ of baptifm and dipping or plmtging 
fynbnymous I If inftead of the poffsffive xaiSt 
we enlpby a prip9fiti$n^ and be that what it 
may, by^ wiib^ in, or any otfier, the impropriety 
in fome cafes will not be leifoied but incteafed* 
Plunging or dipping withj by^ in^ or ini9 the 
-Spirit; how irreverent an idea! Dippii^ or 
plunging *y, twV*, /V, or int9 Uood ; how pre^- 
pofterous tiie fuppofition ! And yet, if our op- 
ponents are in the rig^t, the mo/i tmimnt au^ 
ibors both ancient and modem are chaigeable 
mtfa this ' hrreyerent and prepofterous condu^ 
this tmparalleled abufe of language. 

§ 6. ^. The reader muft have dbferved, not 
only how inadequate, but how dbfurd^ fome ^ 
the pai&ges above quoted are made to appear, 
by the raiderings our opponents plead &r. For 
ii^ance, it is repeatedly faid, that the difciplcs 
ihould be baptized with (if) fbf Htffy 6h^. 
Now, if dipping be the idea, it muft read ei-* 
tfaer,-— dipp^ withy or by the Holy Ghoft; or 
in the Holy Glu^: the former is* noi|fenie; 
the latter too groft and forced an idea to be 
admitted without die higheft neceffity for it. 

Again : 
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Agjun : their IqrjHj^hcfis \% ifMi^^ jnclcMi- 
ble without r<;i;iouncii^ ,qur pqblic. v^pji. Eor 
hpw often do we xea4tf—I AjjjWw jyixja^vifater; 
but if dipping suid baptizing arc ,/yi^Qnynjou$, 
we may iay, I //^ or />W^^ with wa^er. 
Which is, in effcft, to ^^ 9^ VIHrSqa lijil- 
culou^ and the tranflatprs^ war ^ty 'y^ Qnqilyri 
^ fe( of dunq^. ',iln4ik^ n^^nef,j^^ yetat||e 
^o be baptized' w\^ th^ baptifoi that I ajn bap* 
tized with f baptifma^e q$io ego bafiizor^ bftptizarif 
To 1^ phHiged with. a.,j4ungiagI-^To be a*- 
noinud with an Hi^ioni to be purified with 
4 .purification ; to bp %arated with , a ic^ra* 
twn, iikc. j^re, r2<»i ^rtf»> falis^ very p^flaWe : .but 
what aUownce cap i>e :aiade iot-^ pipped witff 
A dipping ? .Moreover : how forced l^ld impro- 
.bable the idea^-^-plunging <x iounerfing /lU na^ 
tions?. That a nation, and even afi nations^ ihould 
in time be Jiparated for Gody miniile^ally dedi^^ 
catsd to Chrifty by this or the otlter mode of 
the chriftian purifiC;ation, are ideas both natural 
and defirable \ but that of imtfie^ftng all nations, 
i$ neither. Not naturMl\ it jfeems abhorrent 
from the whole aipe<5t of the go%el difpenfaUoo, 
and is nearly as imprc^ble to be Chrid's real 
meaning, as another idea, which may not itn* 
properly be called it's counterpart, G9, and dip 
all nations in a flame ! For (in ji^ification 
of fo a^furd a meaning) with equal propriety 
might an adminiflrator have yrged, ^^ Was it not 
faid and promiled by Chrift's venerable harbinger, 
He, 4 hut he did not'baptiflLe except by his Qom-^ 

mijponed 
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mtffimed Jer\>nHt)) hfe (/3a9r?»ir8t) />S^// PLUNGE you 

in' fire ! -^Hoi d\e/irdhle'y for tlie moft obvious 
i*ra of jylcingmg or totally imm^rfing all. the 
nations, foCinds but little (hort of ^ a general r^- 
taclyfm'^ a fearful judgment, and not a feal of. 
the covenant; wWle, one would be led to think, 
the cdiiifhiffion^ difciples would appear as the 
nritfiftef^ of \^AtK, anfd^ liot' thd meffengers of 
peace ; ef^eciSlly when we confider that '* pofi* 
tire lafws imply their negative ;" which maxim 
fttally excludes all hope of being ratfed again 
by the coramiffioned plungers. Wheiv we hear 
the prophet fay, ** So ihdll he fprinhU many * 
niifibn^/' W6 are naturally led to conclude that, 
many other nations, in the time of the Mefliah, 
ftiould be purified^ as well as the Jews ; that is, 
externally deaWfed • from their idols arid fepa- 
rated fdf Gotf *; but had the prophet faid. So 
fhsfll he plunge or immerfe^ totally dip or over- ^ 
whtlniy all nations,— i would there not haV6 been • 
the juftteft ^otmd' iot fear and trembling, left 
God wdi*e abbtlt to repeal his covenant to Noah^'' 
andalltfeih? ^^^^^^ 

We alfo meet with, on our opponents* hy- 
potHiSfffs, fuch phrafes as thefe— John preached 
the plunging of repentance — the plunging of Joha 
— he ihall plunge you irt fit€ — he maVvelkd 
that he hafd nt>V SMpiunged before, dinner — ye 
(hafl be p'kfh^ed in (sk) the Holy Ghoft — knowi- 
ing only the plunging, of John-^/W^' (i^) what 
were ye plunged? Intio John^s plunging^. 
Vol. II. • C plunged 

* Sxz Mr» B.*s remarks on the particle %U, p. ^^6. Nate, Novv 



rf 



,y Google 



26 Of the Slgnificathn of the • Ch.. 4^ 

plunged into Jelus ChnA-^ plunged into Mofes — 
plunged into one body— one Lord, one faith, 
QTit plunging !'--i^\ which [plunging] ye. arc 
R||feN!— Is not this mode of tranflating, cf- 
pl^d by our adverfaries, mor^ like a burlefque 
vipQ^ the facrcd oracles, than a faithful repre- 
fentation of the' infpired meaning ? Whereas if 
we underftand by the original terms an id^a 
fomewhat compounded of purificatictij dedication^ 

feparation 

if ^btnpt^w diffinz 'ic the iaettonvcyed by the term ^aTrV/x^s' 
in thit paflage, (A^s xix.) it would paxsle the fubtle gehiui of 
an Any IV At to make any tolerable fenfe of it. If in th^ earijl*^'* 
pertod of the church they undcrftood by the term baptiim nothng 
Mt than diffingi and the particle %U being here coime^ed not 
with a perfon (as 11$ M«><rj)i' ) but a ftb/n/, « »? T* j and flT thajfc 
be alfo conneAed with dijftng'y would not Paul't queftion na- 
turally import. Into what were ye plunged f-^^t fea or a 
n?er, Jordan or Enon? But the anfwer flwwt, except we 
make it a very ridioS^t and unmeaning one, that they fm* 
derftood the queftion in no fuch light j and confeqoently that the 
idea of dippitii waa not what«.':il^y had been ufcd to affix W^ 
TohB*t tfoptifm^ They fay that Aey had been baptixed into Wtf* 
yptifm I hut that could not poffilily be, d^f$d into hit diffit^, 
without ftripptog them of comfaion fenfe, at fome have done of 
the fiift rudiments of religious knowledge. 

^ Smovld it not rather ht after which? Would it. not be worth 
our o^onents* while to rummage dreek authors and lexicons in 
fearch of an acceptatioA^ the paitide §« which implies a p^e* 
rimtj of time. And, fliould dut itearch ^isve fniitleft, would it 
not be deiirable, for the fake of confiilency and common ■ ieaie, 
and for the credit 'of infpired language, that they itvf^^ ^^^^ » 
little of their confidence when they maintain that immerfam, plung* 
ingp or diffii^ are ^boipetent to exprels the original idea*? If they 
pant that the ttber idea of being raifed h tw^lied, we ace gl«i 
t» iee them iaJi^ t way,— the vizy 9i anfifuuici t 
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feparation^ initiation^ or the like^^^^^^^*^'*. 
the conneaion in which it ftands, we^gjf^ ftrefs 
cent, proper language, and an importantiSi^^S 
ing. Yet, be it underftood as before fliewn^ 
that tho' we contend it is abfurd to make dip^ 
ping and *^j)f/z//z^ iynonymous, the former nc- 
verthclefs may be a mode of the latter. For 
wc are not now inquiring profcfledly, whether 
John or any New Teftanient minirters did, in 
fa£f^ dip any of their converts ; but what is the 
genuine fenfe of the terms of the inftitution ? * 
§ 7. 3. Tho' I believe the word purification 
has a better claim to be a fubftitute for the 
facramental fenfe of the yf ord baptifm in the 
New Teftament than plunging, dipping, or im- 
merfion; yet I fully acquiefce in Beza's opi« 
nion, viz. That the words baptize and iaptifm 
in. the facramental fenfe of them, ought not t« 
be changed for any other. He fays of thofe per- 
fons (at the head of whom he places Sebas- 
tian Castellio) who raftily zSeEt to change 
thcfe terms for better, as for lavo, abluo, Utio^ 
ice. while the others were to be rejeaed and 
banifhed— « De/icati certe hcmines!*' « They are 
fitrefy men $f exceffive delicacy!^* 

This able critic obferves : « Significat autem 
u fiaA^u. iingeri%.*: Ta baptize {x^iEt% to dye 
or tinge. And again: *^ Neque verd r. ^a^^Z 
fignificat lavare, nifi a confequenti: nam proprie 
dGdzrzt tingendi tanfa immergere*." •« Nor in- 
deed docs ft»WJi§»f ^ify to wajh^ except by coo- 
^ ^ fequencc 

J Cotnmcnt. \m ^att ifi. n. * li^kti Marc. vii. 4, . 
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** is a <. 

** tion; conc^*^ 



Ognifies to immerfe 
or tinging. Hew it 
eat. man (in common 
critics) does not he- 
philological fignification^ 
^thofe as over delicate 
to fubftitute anoth^, word ^ 
on of the primary legal ojr 
« Baptifm;' fays Mr. B. 
with an Englifli termina-* 
which Mr. Lewis fays (Hift. 
« of Eng. Tranfl. p. 317, 326. Ed^. 2dO " Our 
" laft tranflators were <bt6led. by the King to - 
" retain the old ecclefiafttdil words/' of which 
«• baptifm was bnef." Query: Would. Mr. Bi 
have thefe words, baptize and. baptjfm^ difcard^ 
provided our prefent verfion were to be changed - 
for another new-furbiflied, .and fome Englijh 
words introduced, ** competent to exprefs their 
adequate idea?" If he. meant hereby to infi- 
nuate that our verfion is lefs p^feU for retaiuT 
ing thefe words j it is a reflq^tiii €hi|t .affea*. 
not ours only byt alfo nearly all other tranfla- 
tions. And fuice they have been, adopted by 
thefacred writers to exprefs a, divine ordnances 
and they have beep,, foi: fo inany ages, after, 
appropriated to this one ordinance* by^ the. filent. 
confent of all churches ; fo. that they hayealfo 
pafled into the. vulgar idioms of almoft aU.n^^ 
tions : may not Bbz a be acqi^iitted fr^m th^ 
charjge of (everity when, he 1^$; " Bap^%%andit 

verbunti 
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twbum — <w<^/ tamen temere immutare*?'* 

^ 8. But fedng Mr. B. lays fa much flrefs 
on ** the radical^ primary y and proper meaning 
«f the word'' gdbW?i?;a>, as if the legal meaning 
*were neceffarily the philological \ let us inquire 
a little, th^' not effential to my argument, whe- 
ther he is fo triumphantly fecure in the pof- 
feffion of this primary meaning as he would 
fekt perfoade us? And whether the following 
declarations of Dr. Owen are not founded in 
truth ; viz. " No one infbmce can be given in 
" fcri^re, wherein ^t»flA{« doth neceffarily figV- 
** nify either m dip or plunge. -^It doth not 
** fignify properly to dip or plunge^ for tliat in 
•* Greek is, §f4^6b7fit) and rjL^airl*{V — It no whert 
^ fignifies tb dipy but as z mods of, and in 
^ order to ^2i{hmg" wetting, dying f? Here ob- 
•ferve, 

(i) TflA^ the term primary is capable of 
<V90 fenfesi it Aiay either fignify a prloricy of 
deftgHy or a priority of execution \ it may refer 
to the endy or td thjp means. Now what I deny 
is, that the principal end or deftgn conveyed by 
tlic word is to immerfe; tho' immerfion may 
be a common mode ef attaining that end ; and in 
that fenfc, which I prefume can't be Mr. B.'s 
fiiexiing, bttng a very improper one, it may be 
iHowed, that (fhny but not univerfally, the pri- 
mary figftification of ftk^rltfeiir is to immerfe: 
thut &, tbo' lafi in defign, it is j/!r/t in cxecu- 
C 3 tion. 

* C/3r fitf^a in Matt. iii. iji. f, ColloS^. of Serzn. and TnAt, p. 581, 
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tion. On the contrary, what I affirm, wit)} 
becoming deference to the learned^ is this: That 
the primary figmfication of ^vi» . and |0I^«') 
fought from^ the principal and uhinmte i$fign df 
tlie agent, or the main end in his view, is, to 
tingi^ to dye\ to bring the fubje£k into ^ Jiate 
of being wet, or coloured : and when the fub- 
je£l is made wet^ or dyedy the end is anfwered, 
by whatever means effe£led. But feeing that 
among dyers, waftiers, &c. the mod ujual modi 
of efFe£ling this eud is by putting in the thing .. 
to be impregnated with the moifture and the ^v 
different hue^ hence the fecond^y idea it has 
acquired of plunging, immerfing. And that this 
is refally a fecondary idea, and by no means ef- 
jential to it, one would think may be decided 
by an impartial inquirer, by duly attending to 
this queftion : Seeing it is univerfally agreed upon 
among the learned, that thefe words are, ety- 
mologically, or according to the radical, pri- 
mary and proper meaning, juftly rendered by 
the words, t'lngo^ or mergo \ to tinge^ or plunge ; 
Which is moft likely to be the primary fig- 
nification, that the fubjeft .is plunged for the 
fake of being tinged, moiftened, wetted, or dyed ; 
or elfc, that it is dyed, wetted, iic. for the fake 
of plunging? Beza, Leigh, Owen, and, in- 
numerable other great names are decifive in fa- 
vour of the former idea; yes, many of thofe 
names that ad^iiMr.jfi,'s pages; and, if I 
miftake notr a 4||^Mi|P^ ^^ ^*^^"^ zW-'Com^ 
mm fenfey decide^.For if it be faid, that a 

being 
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being dyed, or wet, is only a confequence of 
r being plunged; it is only a mere fliuffling and 
changing the ftate of the queftion. For the 
queftion is not, when a thing is wetted or 
dyed by plunging it, which is firjl in the order 
of time, the plunging or the dying? But 
whether the plunging be not entirely fuhfervient 
to the other purpofe? So entirely fubfervient, 
that were the propofed end as well attaioable any 
ether way, the plunging of it {cost, par.) would 
be a matter of perf©^ indifference; and were 
it better anfwered any other way, the neceffity 
of that plunging would bave no exiftcnce ? And 
that this is really the cafe, that -a thing or 
perfon may be tinged^ i. e. baptizedj without 
being immerfed, will appear from another (^ 
fervation, viz. 

§ 9. (2) That the word tingOj which cor- 
refponds with Ae primary meaning of baptize*^ 
is a GENERIC TERMS that is, the radical, pri- 
mary, proper meaning of it is, not any fpecific 
a<Sl, as to immerfe, to fprinkle, or the Jike, but 
to effedl the purpofe, or to produce z Jiate^ of 
^^ing dyed, ft»ned, wetted, &c. by any way 
' whatevery^zs may bcft anfwer the end in vievv. 
.T^hus we read, ^or inftance, in Persius: " Tinc- 
TA veneno^^ infected mth poifon ; *• ting AT oha 
H ficcum muriay^ wet^ or fpartngly imbue^ his gar- 
den-fluff with faucey or any liquid to give it a 
relifli; ^' Sepe- oculos memini tjngebam parvus 
C 4 oliv9 

• Hero it »9 obferrable, that the heft btin writers both antlcnt and 
modem, ^iffe the JCfiide r/n|#«Ad ^aptiay proittifcuoufly, in reference U 
^ the chriltian ordil^U^ , ,> 
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flivo ; " I remem}>er tlvit when a bay I anomtid 
jfty eyes viith olive-qiL ViR^cit: ^^Mufio TiUjm, 
crura j" Jff^fn your legs yith jnew mne^ i. c. in 
treading out the grapes. ** jir^os^ Ocean! nutueut^ 
etquore tingi 5" ithc hears that cautipufly Aun 
being wettfj in^ or touched withy the water of 
the Ocean, Ani again, ^^ Occam properent fe 
TiifGEKBfoies.'' Of theCyclpps he%Si " 5/r/- 
^f^wZ/V? TiNQEi^T ^nsi lacui'* the fiery bars in 
hiffing water cool.'' Horace: ^^ Fejiis tincta 
iT^fr^;;" a garment ^^'/'^Z iff, or tinged, withy purple. 
And againi " Lanig murice tinctje.'* And in 
his addrefs to Vir<jil he fays; /* AS« ego U 
meis i/nmunem meditor tingere poculisi'* I do not 
lieiign to wet you, if ypu come empty-handed) 
prith my feftive bowls. Martial: f* fhg^ 
r^ nardo\'' to an(nnt with fpikenard. -» 

From thefe few fpecim/dns of the u|e of this 
word— a word which Mr. B. inuft acknowledge 
** is competent \q exprefs the adequate idea" of 
fiAvli^tj, as he never fails that I reco)le£^ to ren- 
der it, when fpuhd iji his Poedabaptift quota- *j. 

tions, to dipy, \t appears, that the primary fig- 

nification is, to bring the fubjeft into that j^^^tR^ 
which is impregnated or affeiSed with colqyu^* 
wet, &c* But in a fecondary fenfe it is ymf 
for dhtpingj fprinkling^ &c. for thefe are oiHy ^ 
certain modes whereby the intended effect may 9 
be produced. Thus, for example, a vefiure may 
be tinged {ffs^ocixfj^wf. Rev. xix. 13.) with blood, 
• by dipping it, by pouring blood on it, or by 
£irinklin^ it with bloxid^ fligtitlM^y plpjtifuljy. 
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But neitber of tbefe ^cificadons can be the 
frinwry meaning, except' all of them could be 
&}y\ which is abfurd. No one has sm exchfivi 
claim for effafting the primary intention. The 
mode of tinging^ thcfefore, as appears from the 
above few examples out of many, is various ; 
and tlie difference of the a^fi^i muft depend on. 
the nature of the cafe. 

Dr. S. indeed urges the iffk dixk o( Voasius 
in oppofitipa to what. I have been contending 
£or, whofe tranilation and comment here fol- 
low: ^ Th^^ Pw>f\m and fiavfli^u are ufid t$ he 
tranjlated^ to £py or plunge^ and then to dye [turn 
mergo^ vel mergito^ turn tingoJii yet $he word pro» 
perly Jignifie$ to dip \mergo'\^ and only by a meta^ 
Upfis to dye [tingo\ that is, (fays the Dr.) as 
dying implies or fitppofes dipping*." But I fee 
no reafon why this ftrange aflertion of Vos- 
.»ius ihouJd have any more weight than the 
declaration of BiaA, who affcrts the contrary, 
vi^. That tlie leading fignification of P»vkl^uf, as 
well as jSuwrlfii', is tingere ; while he reprefents 
merger e as only a mode or accident of ting- 
iNGf. And now the qUeftion returns, fince 
the one ipfe dixit annihilates the other, and the 
matter is kft in that re^cft in Jlatu quo^ v/hich 
of thefis aflertiond has reafon and truth to fup- 
port it? As dying {tingo'\ implies or fuppofes dip^ 
fing. But if this be the real meanmg of Vos^ 
sxus, does he not contradifl himrelf? Por 
C 5 - tittgo:' 

* Remarks on tha Chrillhn Min. RtaC p. 57, 
f Commtfit. in Matt, lii, xi. 
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iingo does not imply or filppofe plunging, as 
we have feen; except tve fay, that a thing has. 
no exiftence v^ithout It poiieiTes alfo what is 
merely accidental, which is abfurd and contra- 
diSory. With the very fame propriety we may 
fay, that " tingo implies or fuppofes anointing,'' 
for tinging is effcfted by anointing, as before 
(hewn, as well as by dipping. I think I may 
fay wdi greater propri/rty, " Tho' tingo is ufed 
to be tranflated to dip or plunge,, as wdl as to 
dye [by Dr. S. Mr. B. and others,] yet the 
word properly fignifies to dye, ftain, tinge, in. 
general, and only by a metalcpfis to dip ; that 
is, as dipping impUes. or fuppofes tinpng," dying, 
ilaining, or wetting: and fo does wa(hing, and 
fprinkling, and pouring; nay^ alfo, fwilling and 
painting ! 

§ 10. (3) Let us now advance a ftep fur- 
ther, in fcarch of " the radical^ primary^ and 
proper meaning of the word i5«ir?»$tf.'* I be- 
lieve it is generally allowed^ that if there be any 
Hebrew word in the Old Teftament that an*- 
fwers to the Greek word in queftion, it is the 
verb tabaL Bavli^6>y. *' if you regard the word 
•" itfelf (fays Beza) anfwers to the Hebrew 
" tabhal rather than rachatz*.*^ And the gene^ 
ral run of Lexicographers render it by the fame 
latin words, is they do the Greek term.; The 
learned Cast^llus^ for inftance, renders it by, 

*^ Twxity 

. • » Qacd ffcil. iaftixandi verBum] quidem, fi vocabulam ip^ 
(urn fpe£l«s, teCfondtt Htbnto taiiaf, potisa. ^oam rtchgtTU*^ Com- 
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« Tinxity tntinxitf demerfity immerftt^ baftizavit." 
And BuxTORF, " Tinxst^ intinxtty denurfity i/ri" 
merfiu^* Stockius : ^ " "^linxity trt^tnxity immfrfity 
demerffty pairU^p, /S*w1#fi*N" LliGH : " Ttnxity in- 
tinxity merfity immerfit\ tingcndi iut ablucndi 
gratia, rf<r/«/r^/— BAPTizAViT.** It is nccdlcfs 
to multiply inftances in fo plain a cafe. Hav- 
ing preinifed thus much, I (hall now lay dowa 
another propofition^t and produce the evidence 
for ft i viz. 

That the Hebrew word tahalf as ufed in the 
'Old Teftament, is a generic term; or is a 
term of latitudey and confequently, that the 
•* re^haly primary^ and proper meaning*' of it is 
neither to plunge, to pour, to fprinkle, or any 
other fpecific adtion or mode of application what- 
ever, but to iingey to wet \ and that to plunge 

fignification, by a metalepfis ; 

id (or fprinkled) may be faid 
not vice verfa. Let us ex- 

ig pafTages. 

. ** And they took Jofeph^a 
kid of the goats and tingea 

^*J the coat in (or, with) 
C 6 the 

* Thx Sifttiagint doei not render it iCa-^ap bnt ifio^t;»ar 
•* To» yfiupa rti cttjmlt, inpisnarMne, they ftatntd or htfmeand 
'* the gamnenty 8k, Befides, indeed reaibn concura in eftahliih- 
*' ing this tranilation; tfbr^ iarely, it it not to be fuppofed, that 
*' Jolcph*t brethren woold immerge or even*bi/tn his garment 
** i» Hit bk)od ; fihce that very circumftance would manifeiily 
•' tend to dcte^ their crimcy^and to make their dory aboot Jo- 
'* reph*s bong deftroyed ^y a. wild beaft^ to wear the appearance* 
** not only of improbability, but of nalpfthk iiiUbtod.*' Mr. P& 
Cov»c-y*t Rejolnd. (^ idj, 
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the |lood. lW. iv. 6, " And th# prft^ ^li^ 
tinge* ,{ov^ wet J his fingej: in (or^ with) t\i^ 
Vlood, and fprinkle of tl\e blood, &c. ver. 17.'. 
*' And the prieft (halj //^g^^ (or, wet) his fip- 
ger pf (or/i;' rneans. ofyfrom^) the blood," (^w/« 
hqddafn^ HE /anguine). Cjlgp. ix, 9,. " And \he . 
fon of Aaron brou^Jit the blood unto him; 
an^ he f/«^^^ (or, wetted) his . finger in (or 
with) the biood, an^ put it upon the l\oms of 
the altar." Chag». xiv. 6. As for the living 
birds' he (l^aJl taKf it ^r\^ ^he c^d^r wood, . 
nd the fcarlet [wqoj, or ftufFJ, |i|iA the hyf- 
fpp, and ihaU tinge then^ and the jiving - bird^ 
in (or, with) the blpo^l of the birii.. thpf 
wars killed over the runnu^g water (comp, v.- 
51.) ver. 16. " And the prieft Ih^l ti^ge {(^Xy 
wet) his right finger in (min hgjhrnen^ efi ' oleo^ 
from^^of) the oil that is in his left., han^j" ox 
. in the paltn of his left ha|i4 (ver. 15.) Numb. 
*xix. 18. " And a clean perfpn (h^l l^l^e hyflop ^ - 
and tinge (wet^ impregnftU)' it vs^i^^^ with) the / 
winter, ai]d ^rinfcle it upon the .jupt.'* D^ut. j... 
xxxijii. :24. " And of Aflier he faid~l^ him ^ ■■ 
.be acceptable to his br^thi;en> sind let hiW-itingi 
(anoint) his foot in (or, with) Oil." (fee Luke * 
vii. 4j6t]j Jofti. iii. 15. " An4 as. thi§y. th|it b^re 
thQ ark wei;e cpmc unto. Jo|4an, an4 tlie ^et 
of the prieAs that bare- the ark w^e tinged 
(wetted} in the brim, (or, with the very edge) 
of the water, &c.'* Ruth ii," 14, " And Boasj 
. faid untp^ her. At meal time come tbou hither, 
:and<at of the bread* and tinge (wetf ' moi^eny 
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fe^ffg^ thy morfel in (or, whb) the vinegar." 
\ Sam. ^iv. 27. " But JonaAan— put forth 
the end of the rod that wa$ in Jiis hand and 
^ngei (Ptf dipped fir th§ fake ^f tinging^ wettings 
befmaring) it in an honeycomb, and put his 
h^nd to his mouth:" i. e. { apprehend, col- 
J^ed the honey ftom the befmeared part of 
thP rod, with his hands and then turned his 
hand to his mouth, or thus ate the honey. 
2 Kings V. 10, 12—14. " And Eliiha fent a 
xnejTqnger unto.hirp, iayin;^ Go, and v^^0^ (Tafr^ 
JoNATH. uUbol', t'mg^ vel intiage) in Jordan 
fcven tfanes.-rr-Abana and Pharpar-«-ai^y 1 not 
wafli (Targ* eUbbohy tinxerc^ vel intinj€^0) in 
them and be clewi-?-^Wa£ti (Targ. ut fupra^) 
a»d be qle^n* Then went he down [to the river] 
^nd tinge4y (wajhgd^ purified) himfelf fcven times 
ia. Jordan^" Job ix. 30, 31. " If i; waOx my- 
felf with fQOW water, and make my hands never 
fo clean \ yet ihalt thjpu tinge (befmeavy bedaub^ 
ififile), me, in the ditich^ (or, %uitb carruftion^ 
filth J and mine own clothes (hall abhor me." 
Esiel^ j^xiii. 15. " Girded with girdles upon 
their loin^, exceeding in tinged (dyed^ c^aured) 
attjire upoji, thsir heads," 

I ^Q>jr^pp^. to iippartial criticfcs, and to 
oppimon fenfe, whether th^ Hebrew word tabal 
is or is not a genenc terniy, whofe " radical^ 
primary^ znd proper meaning'* is, to thge^ to dyfj 
to wet, or the like; which primary defign is 
cffefted, by different modes pf application ? The 
^^, whereby the fubje<9: is afFeded with the 
liquid is various \ cither, by applying the fubje<a 

to 
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to the liquid, whidi is by dipping, immcrtlhg, 
pvcrwhelming;— or, by applying the liquid to 

;' the fubjedl, which is by af{)er^n, affufion, &c. 

* * '^"^ Now in regard of this fecondary figptufication^ 
It is not denied, that the moji comnan fpecific 
mode of application is, by the motion of the- 
fubje<a to the fluid, wl>ereby it Is tinged, ot* 
wtfted, in whole or ki part, rather than by the 
motion of the fluid ta the fabje<a ; but not the- 
only, exclufivc mode, and therefore an accident . 
orily. By confiiking the above paflirges we may 
obfcrve, that feme refer to that mode of appli- 
cation^ which moft naturally requires the move- 
ment of the fUbjeft towards the tindhire, &c. 
diat fifme leave the mode of appli<:ation in a 
great nieafure indifferent ; and ^hat fame afford 
irrefragabk evidence that the tinging liquid, &c. 
was moved and applied to the fubje^l:, as Lev> . 
iv, 17. xiv. 16. and others make it probable 
that diis laft mode was u&d« 

Vvon the whole, it is indifputable that the 
frimary meaning of the' Hebrew word is to- 
tinge i nowy for any one to contend that this, 
tinging is fynonpnous with dipping uiriverfally, 
as well as ufed fynonymoudy, is nt) Ibfs fidft 
and abfurd than that I fliould thus ihfift : *^hc 
human body is mojl commonly washed (efpeci- 
illy in hot countries) by plunging and bathing. 
in water; therefore^ the body of neither maa 
nor child can be wajhed or' anointed^ without 
IMMERSION 1 Befidlcs, the mojl common mode of 
BYiVG, tinging and ftain|h^ isj and ever has 

been* 
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beett;<by immerfing the thioK-to be dyed, &c. 
in the tingent liquid ; thercroc- all the antient 
Britofl% who dy^ or ftained their bodies, muft 
have pi:uNGBi> themfelves over head and cars 
kito Ae Juice of woad^ to tStSk that purpofe I" 
At this rate, a dyer f/?«f it«, tin^orj is nothing 
%lfe but 2, plunger! A fuajher of clothes, accor- 
ding to Mr. B.'s notion of the primary mean^ 
ing of terms, is a plunger of clothes ! And yiho ^ 
can tell but fome happy genius of this inven- -*/»";/ 
tive age jnay find put a method of white-wafi^'u^^'* '^ 
ing the ceiling of our rooms, or the walls of 
our houfes, by immerfing them in the wafhing 
liquid ? and then* he may be termed the plunger 
of our houfes ! Nay, reader, if the principles 
|Qd reafonings of fome people on this fubjed be 
'^it, tt^ antient Britons— but who could have 
•;|t-expe^d an argument in their favour from fuch 
a quarter, and from fo curious a topick?— the 
antient Britons were all Baptifts (tho' not An^ 
tipoedobaptijis) ! for, **Britanni tinxeruKt (L c. 
iaptSTMverunt) fe glafto/' 

§ !!• Having finiflied the firft argument 
in fupport of the general propofition, — that 
jifiMrliJi* in its primary meaning is a generic term 
that does not neceflarily or eflcntially include 
immerfion— *' from a comparative view of dif- 
ferent renderings,**— let us proceed to- the next 
argument, deduced in favour of the lame po« 
fition 

^ II. } From a view of fome' of thofe pailages 

where 
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where iikt tc^s SmSti and /3«t?»^i» lefcr «i 'Mer 
modes rather thaW^pping. 

Mr. Parkhurst juftly remarks^ ** THwit the 
" writers of the New TeftameDt-^-or n^^y 
** with reverence he it fpoken, the Holy Spirit,. 
*' whoTe penmen they were— wifely chofe, in 
^ ^preffing ev^gelical notions, to employ fuck 
*^ Greek terms as had been long before ufed for the 
" feme purpofes by the Greek tranflators of the 
^ Old Teftament : And thus the Septuagint 
♦* verfion — became, in this re(pe£t, not to the 
^^ firft age of the church only, but alfo to alL 
** Succeeding generations, the cmneSiing UitA be- - 
** tween the language of the Old and of the 
** New Teftament, and will be regarded in. 
^ this view as long as found judgount an|^ 
♦•real kaming fliall continue among' "m^.*,**^ ^ 
Thi& remark, being indifputably founded on trdlhy^J™ 
ihews clearly, that the Septuagint verfion ought 
fiojt to be overlooked in our inquiries after the 
jenuine force of Greek terms in the New 
Teftament, Nay, it nuift ftrike every fenftfalr 

perfon. 

* Gretk andEnflift Lex. pref. p. 6» 7, TMs verfijii ** u vtrf. 
** necefigvy f<o« the onderftaaduig cf the New TeftfttnoA^ the^ 
*^ being fevenl cxprefiiona tbei«iq» wkich could net bo well ua- 
" derftooHy was that ienfe to be put upon them, which they 
" commonly bear in Greek Authors, and not that which they 
<« hare in the Sepiuagh^, They therefore that are defiroui of 
•« underAaJiding the true moaning of the b^oks of die New 
*< Teftament cannot be too often advifed carefully and diligently 
<' to peruie the Septuagint ver^n/* Introd. to the reading of the 
Holy Scr?tpt. by Meilt». Rbavsobis and VBntAfir, ap. Bp« " 
Watson*s Collea. of Theol, Traib^ Vol. iii. p. 252. See aU# 
TATL0ft*f Key to the ApoftoUc Writings^ § 3'V 
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fedooy one would think, that this fountain of 
noatter and ^xjH^flion from which tlie facred 
. pcBttien of the New Teftament conftantiy drew, 
is of far greater confequence than the complete 
body of profane writers put together. Nor is it 
to the purpofe to cite, paffages, as Dr. Galb 
..and others have done, where the mode of dip- 
ping any thing in queftion is included in con- 
nedlion -with the truly " radical^ primary and 
proper meanipg" of the term, which is to tinge^ 
to toAt^ &c. as before (hewn ; for that conduit 
fopfeifticaHy transfers the true (late of the quef- 
tion from the effintiality io tht greater *pr§prietj 
of immerfton \ which queflions are totally dif- 
tin6t ; and hft that does not allow this deferves 
not to be reafoned with. The former concerns 
th^e very exiftence of what we deem valid; tlic 
latter only tlie preference due to one m^de ra- 
ther than another*. 

« In ' 

♦ " I cannot but obfcrve the prepofterout way vrh:cK the An- 
** tip«nlobtptift« t4ke in filling f«veral pages with (|tM>tationf out 
« of fecular authors^ whete the word ^a'Tfl^J^uf is taken for fach 
" w^Aipg ^ 18 by dipping tjje tki»g wtihcfl into water.— - 
" There are none of the P^dobaptifts but what ^ grafit and 
«« own it the firft word, that it is often ufed in that fenfc« And 
•«« I think moft of us do own that it is oftner found ufed fo, 
«« dwn in a/iy pthcr /# nfe of wafiiing j that way [or model of 
« wafhing being ufed in t^c cafe of moft things that happen to 
*' be fpoken of. Now when a debate ftands il>, that both fides 
" do agree, that in fecular books a word is ofitn ufed for wa/hin^ 
«* ly dipping, and there is no queftion irade of that j but the 
« only queftion between them is this. That one fide affirms, but 
. the other denies, that it it fomcrlmes ufed for ctber Koajt of 
*■ <y»' wafliing,- as pourhag, o^t^birg water, *c. (to luin? the mattfcr 
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" In the Septuagint vcrfion of the Old Tcf- 

ntjwd the Apocrypha, which I have 

(il^^xamined," fays Dr. S. " the words 

iir twenty-five [he might ^A^e hid twenty^ 

*' fix] times. In eighteen of thofe inJianceSy Dr. 

" Gale fays ; I . think he might have faid 

** twenty, they undoubtedly mean to dip. As to 

** the remaining five, two of them refpecSf Ne- 

^ buchadnezzar, whofe cafe we have confidered. 

•VThat in Ifaiah xxi. 4. clearly fignifies to over^ 

" whelm. That in 2 Mac i. 21, is beft un- . 

•* derftood, and I think can only be properly ^ . 

" underftood, by referring to the primary idocW/ 

'* of dipping* And that, Ecclefiafticus xxxiv. 

** 25. as it refpedts the Jewifti purifications, can 

" by no means be proved, as hath already been 

" fliewn, to exclude the notion of plunging.*^ 

Carifully as Dr. S. hath examined the paflagcs 

he refers to, J cannot help thinking but that 

r they will admit of re-examinatibn \ and that the 

true account will be found different from the 

j^bove flatement. Towards . a fair i^y^gation 

let us obferve, 

» .^ § 12. I. That of thefe twenty-fix inftanccs 

X' ^ onixfeu'r are inflexions of the^erb Puv\i!^\ t%V9 

"•'**f^ which are found in the ,SS^agintj and two 

' ''in the Apocrypha. 2 Kings v. 14. Then went 

he 

•' by gucf?, fay, 3,000 linnes it be found ufed for this way, and 
*' 1,000 times for the jotber ways); what «n idle thing is k, 
^* for the^ dcniert to bring inftances of that whicfi is confeiled by 
"both fiies, inOead of ovgrthrowi p g or M|iifutiflg the i'^^Mfe. ^ 
<* brought by the others for tfao4|&the4#l3ri ^"^ Wau.'IMC' 
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he ifown [i. e. to the water fide] and tpw^liam^ 
tinged (w(^ed^ purified) himfelf in Jordan. Ifaiali 
xxi. 4. My heart panted, iearfuliiefs fa^o^ja inU 
fuiiy'} ^c^v%l^u tinges ma (dyes^ with its influence 
and power impregnates^ as a fluid when it enters 
•the pores). Judith xii. 7. Thus (he abode in 
the camp three days, and went out in the night 
into the valley of Bethulia, and igairli^lo tingml 
(cleanfedy purified^ probably in a religious fenfe, 
wajhed) herfelf (or was baptized^ cleanfed^ &c. 
perhaps by an attendant) in a fountain of water 
by the camp, {iv t^ wapf/x,/?oA^ §?« vn^ wuy?? ru 
vfxroiy at the fountain of water within the 
camp.) Ecclefiafticus xxxiv. 25. o /^aA^^tj-tf, He 
that thigeth (purifieth^- ckanfeth^ feparateth cere- 
monially) himfelf after the touchuig of a dead 
body, if he touch it again, what availeth hiS' 
wafhing? (fee Num. xix.) 

Now it 19 evident upon infpeftion, that eajji 
one of thefe |bur texts is perfeflly confident 
with what I maintain is the primary meaning 
of the word ^*yl»fft;; and therefore it is totally 
wrong to confine it, without the leaft necelfity, 
to only one mode of that primary meaning : ef- 
pecially when we confider, that fome, if not all, 
of thefe paffages are far more naturnily fetliiced 
to other modes of application, than to that of 
plunging, (i) 2 Kings v. 14. ThiSsis the only 
paflage of the four, and indeed in the whole 
bible, where jeawlifw is rendered to dip^ And 
how improbable it is that Naaman did in faSl 
PLUNGB _himfelf ia the river, let the following 

remarks 
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remarks of a fenfible writer be confidereil : ** 'Na- 
*' amanj it is plain, expefted that the p.ro^et 
*' fliould have come and Jiroked his hand oirtR 
" THE PLACF, and recovered the leper, fee 
"v. II. Initead of this he bids him — Go^ 

r. " and wafli in Jordan seven rrME% ver. lo.— It 
" is now inquired — Whether he fitmg^d himfelf 
*' all over feven times? Or, whether he only 
^^fprinkkd or poured water feven times upon 
' ** [and thus wetted^ and rubbed his hand over] 
*^ the leprous place ? -^Thttt is nothing in the 
** £xprejfmj^ by which the command is given, 
v»*' M?o"a» tt;<7^, to determine itj for this may "'be ■ 
'^ aUke underftood either of a Mak or a pat'- 

* " //<?/♦, wafhing; but there is a Remarkable 
** circumjlance which feente to give it ftrongly 
^ for the latter \ which is this. The prophet 
** in commanding him to wa(h seven timeSj 
% " alludes, no doubt, to the manner of clcaa- 
^ fing the leper, appointed by the JeWilh hiw^ 
'* Now there were two ways of applying water 
** to the leper's body, injoined by that lawf 
" both alike commanded, and heceflary to his 
^ cleanfiiig, viz. Bathing [or wajhing the bodf 
^ " with 

. * ml^Tcoi^ what our author here afl*eiti, confolt the fellow* 

inp paffjges where tht fame word is ufcd at Eliflia employs when. 

^ he delivers the divine mandate — " Go and wa/b,** Exod. xxx. 

iS, 20. and ver. ic, 21. Gen. xliii, 44, 31. E<. xxix, !?•. 

J Kwgs xxii 38. Jcb xxiK. 6. Erek. xvi, 4« Here one migfct 

aik. What is the mo^i of %»aft)ing a new-born child ? Or is a 

^^ chariot p/unged in a pool when it is luajhedf Or when Job 

^P fays " 1 wajhed my ftcps with butter," is it natural to (ay biL 

immerfed \kktm in it« 
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♦' with water] zndfpiriniUng : The ftmncr, tath^ 

" ing^ to be ufed but once i the latter ^rrwi/r/?^, 

" to be done /even times. See Lev. xir. 7, 8* 

" When, therefore^ the. prophet bids him — 

" wafi SEVEN TIMES, it 19 much more natural 

** to underhand it oi fprinA/ing^or p&unng water j 

" SEVEN TIMES upoti the leprpus part^ over 

** which he expe(9:ed the prophet (houid have 

^^Jirohd his hand^ than of dipping his whde 

" body feven times \ of which kind of wajhing 

" {dipping] there is not the leaft footftep nor 

** fludow in the law*." To which we may 

aid— that it is not likely Naaman (hould do 

mare than the prophet required^ fince he was 

fo reluflant to- make any compliance; which 

he.mjuft have done on fuppoiition that he /W- 

merjed himfdif^ fmce the command was only to 

10^ J and this every one, k|\ows may be, and 

d^y is, eafily and. commodioufly done ivithout 

inamcrfion. When v^ confider alfo the nature 

ol hi« diforder, and, as he could not bc^no- 

raoij. the. apparent unfuitablenefs, phyfically, of 

the preicription ; it is ijot probable that he 

(hould go and pltmgt himfelf in deep water, 

fince a gentle, affufion viaii^ fully anfwerable. to 

the reqiuifitiorw Again -/It is exprefsly faid, that 

what he did was " according to the faying of 

the m«a pf Qod ;" i. e. he wa/hed in (or ufed 

the water of) Jordan, tho' with haughty re- 

lufit^ee. But there is no fingle circumftance, 

. without 

^ Tow<ioon*s Dipping not the only* Scriptural and priznitivs 
Manner of Baptizing^ p. 19. 
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without beg^ig the queftion in debate, but fa- 
vours the application of water to the leprous 
_ fartj rather than the application of that to the 
water. Not to mention the Vulgate verfion, 
and the renderings of the Syriac and Arabic 
Verfions, which read lavit fe^ which is by no 
means fynonymous with dipping. 

(2) Isaiah xxi. 4. Inftead of, " fearfulnefs 
•affrighted me," the Septuagint verfion reads, 
h upofjucc ftt ff»vli^it, iniquity baptizes me* This 
rendering is very Angular, and the pafTage is 
evidently metaphorical ; the queftion is, to what 
does it aUude? It (hould feem the lamentation 
is made by the king of Babylon; and the paf- 
fage, as Mr. Henry obferves, " was literally 
^* fulfilled in BeKhkzzar : for that very night 
^* in which his city was taken arfd himfelf (Iain, 
^* upon the fight of a hand, writing myftick cha- 
■K' " rafters upon the wall, his ^ntenance changed^ 
;^i " and His thoughts tRoubi^d him, fo that 
^ ^tf joints of his loihs were loofedj apd his knees 
^ fmote one vgainft another^ Dan. v. 6.— An^ 
« ttofe words. The n^ of my plea/ure hath he 
" turned into fear ^^e^ plainly refer to that 
*< aggravating cirajmftaiipe of Belfhazxar's fall, 
<^ that he was flai||{^n tKt night when he was 
<« in the height of his mirth ai^ jblKty^ with 
*' his cups and concubines about *^him^ and a 
«« thoufand of his Lords ravelling with him ; 
<( that night of his pleafure, when he promifed 
" himfelf an undHlurbed, unallayed enjoyment of 
*«^ the moft exquifite gratifications of knk^ with 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Ch. 4. Tifrms Baptize and Sapti/m* "47 

" a particular defiance of God and r^ligicn 
" the profanation of the temple veflels; that 
" was the night that was turned into all this 
^^fiarf" I fuppofe few or none will deny 
the propriety of thtfe remarks; and the ma- 
nifeft allufion is to the diftreiTed and affrighted 
ci»ndition Belftiazzar found hirafelf in, owing to 
the difpleafure and judgement of God. Now . 
the remaining inquiry is, What is the moll 
likely mode of producing this effeft ? Iniqmty 
(i. e. by a metonymy, the vingeance due to 
it ) baptizes me, is the lame as / a/n baptized 
with iniquity^ (or the divine difpUqfure as the 
penal effcft of it.) Now there is no figure 
more familiar^ more eafy, more awfully beau- 
tiful and (biking in the prophetic writings, when 
the doom of enemies and daring offenders is 
defcribcd, than that of God's pouring out 
his indignation^ Pf. Ixix. 24.— his wrath^ Pf. Ixxix. 
6.— his /i/ry, Jer. x. 25. — men's wickednefs (i. 
c. the punijhment of it) upon them, chap, xivt 
16. ^Thus alfo Ezek. vii. 8. « Now will I 
ihortly pour out my fury upon thee, and ac- 
compliih mihe anger upon thee: and I will 
judge thee according to thy ways, and will re^ 
compenfe thee for all thine abominations." If, 
xUi. 25. *^ Therefore he hath poured upon 
him the fury of his anger. Lam. ii. 4, " He 
POURED OUT his fury like fire." Dan. ix. 11. 
*^ Therefore the cur/e is poured upon us," &c. 
&c.— Tlie cup of God's fury^ therefore, being 

poured 
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pourWr tut without mixture upon tbe impious^ 
jfionarA, may be confidered as the fmft u/ualy 
natural^ and expreffive mode of bringing his mind' 
into the condition defcribed ; ** my heart panted; 
fcarfulnefs affrighted me*.*' To which we may 
add — that an influx or communication from 
God, of. a confolatory and mercsfol nature, is 
exprefely ftyled " a baptijni'^'* fee Matt- iii. , ii. 
&c. and Ads xi. 15, 16. Now if tb6 vovv^ 1 
JNG OUT of God's merciful inflilencc be pro- 
perly called baptizing with that influence ^ fof 
tne'like reafon it muft bcF equally pr6per' tt> 
call the POURING out of his puHimy ^vi 
avenging influence, a baptizing with^that inftih- 
ence. Whereas, for iniquity^ or v^^glsaftC^ ta 
plunge tht oflfender into a fomething n&t^ eapreffed^ 
as the coli6f^ opinion fuppofes, is w idea . 
equalbr ineleymt, confufed, and unufual m thie 
facre^-*n:itings. 

§ 13* (3) Judith xii. 7. Independent of * the 
force of the word in qucftion, we have here 
feveral important circum/ianees that render it highly 
improbable that immerfton is intended; and,' as' 
thefe ciroumftances are concifeiy aitd ptbperiy 
put together by Mr. To wo 000, I fh^\ gi?ve • 
them in his own words. " It i^ bkA^-^She 
" went outy in the nighty into the vaiky tf Bp^ 
" thulia and was«eD, aoa tgit^t^ilt, and WA«' 
^' BAPTIZED, in a fountain of iJuaier by: thi'^ 
" camp. Did (he dip her whok body in tllis^^ 
** fountain of water? Yes, iome earneflff^ coir- 
" tend. But utterly without reafon znA againft 

. " ^11 

* Compare tbe following excl4k*^><)i^ o^ the roman Orators 
** Dii immortales^ qui me horror Mf^udie t Czc. "^'i^ 
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^ all prohability. For as there appears to have 
^ been but this Jingle fountain in the valley ci 
" BethuHa, at, dofe by, or around which (iin 
" TUf 9rDyuf> chap. vfi. 3.) an aitny of above 
•* two hundred thoufdnd fobUers lay ihcamped, it 
** is the height of abfurdity [<:at* par.] to ima- 
•* gine that Judith, in the night, could witk 
" any convenience or modefty unctothe herifelf 
** and plunge her whole body therein : Or, if Ike 
" could; in a country where water was both 
^ fo much needed and fo fcarce ; and fo prodi- 
** "gious an army, with -its infinite multitude <rf 
•'attendants and cattle, were to be continuaHy 
** ftipplied from it. When th^eforfe it is faid, 
** flte^— 'Wflrx baptized in the cantp^ at the fountain 
** of water (this is the exail rendering) k may 
^ be left to any one to judge— Whether 'ftie 
** was 'taitally immerfed^ or had the water apjrfirt 
** otily to a part of her body. This, then, mvh 
** be accounted another very dear and incohtef^ 
*' tible injiance^ where a perfon is faid to be iap^ 
^ tizedy without being overwhelmed*.** After 
all, fuppofing, without granting, that 'the -kw^- 
Twjf here mentioned, whether for phyfical or 
'ceremonial 'clearifing,' Was the v^hole body, 
tiiat does by nd means tend to cortiline the 
ntdde of ft to Hipping i fot nothing tan be plainer 
than that her tleanfm^^ ^nd not ' intMerJion ^for 
immAffion fake, was her prirttafy bufiitefe at tile 
fountain; nor is it lefs evident that tho* the 
waihing were W/^/, plun^ng Wo.iild bfe fo far 
'D ' frora 
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from being ejenttal to it, that it is at beit 
only one fjpecific mode of wafliing the body, or 
rather a very unimportant ctrcumftance attending 
it. Again ; is it probable that Judith, a woman 
of rank and beauty, and in fo critical a (itua- 
tion, was not attended with the watting woman 
that Ihe took with her to the camp of Holo- 
femes (fee chap. viii. 33» x. 5, 6.) as well 
for company, the excuriion being in the gloom 
of night, as for afliftance in the luftratioh? 
Now let common fenfe determine^ what was 
the moft natural^ fafe^ and gafy method (for 
neceffay is out of the queftion) of effeding the 
niain and only purpofe for which the modeft 
females went to the guarded fountain, (cbap. 
vii. 7.) ' 

(4) ECCLESIASTICUS XXXiv. 25. O /?«rli{t^fMC 

•V* nnf^-^He that is baptized from [the poU 
lution of] the dead. Here let it be obferved, 

1. That the writer's aUufeon is, it (hould 
feem, to the ceremonial purification enjoined 
Num. xix. after touching, or being any how 
polluted with a dead body. 

2. That it does not appear from the (acred 
rubrick, that the purified in this cafe had his 
purification^ effeded by any other mode^ than by 
SPR INKLING the water of feparation upcm him 
by another perfon. For I have never feen it 
proved, nor am I convinced that it can be proved, 
that the comnumd to ^ wa(h his clothes and 
bathe himfelf in water*' extends to any other 
than the /^rinUer^ Num. xix. 19, ai. The 
water of feparation 19 exprc&ly termed {v. 9.) 
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« a PURIFICATION for fin/* And again, (v. 
12.) it is faid— " he (hall purify Wmfclf 
with IT," and " he ftiall be clean*." 

3. On fuppofition that the JprinkUd as well 
as the fprinkler^ was enjoined to wa(h his clothes 
and bathe himfelf, it would be as improper 
feat, par.) nay abfurd, to make that bathing 
fynonymous with dippings as with rubbing; for 
the former is no iliore included in ablution^ with 
reference to the human body, than the latter. 
And the word /?awI»fof«iwf, if the queftion be 
not meanly begged, ihould be no more ren- 
dered by be that dippeth, than by he that 

'rubbeth! 

4. From the premifes it appears mjt probable 
that the word /5arlifoji*fW5 is here ufed fynony. 
mouily with purified or cleanfed\ and tliat the 
primary idea is not the fpecific mode of puri- 

D 2 fying 

* It M vtrj plain on the face of the hiftory, that the fv« 
iiiFXCATXOM was eficded by iFtiMrLiiiG | which Mr. Tow* 
0009 that expreflet: '* This folly appean from ver/k 15, to. 
«< where t^ perfon, who had negkaed thii cerranoQial parlfi. 
*' cation^ it threatened to be arf ^ For what? For not hav. 
<' ing Batted bis Myt Nothing like it. No, bttt in each diifUnft 
** threatening, his gtuk it expreftly made to confift, in hit mtt 
** baving tbe wate« of fvbiticatiok tFRiNxcxo npom 
** him. And the apoft1e> it it oblenrabley ipeaking of thit ivery 
*^ fmt furifeotim^ makes the efficacy of 4he ceremony to confift 
« efltirdy in the iFRiVf lino $ without the leaft mention of 
<« ibe UaiKg. Heb^ ix. 13. Fdr. if tbe bbod ef iuOs and gmsts, 
^ and tbe a/bes 0/ an beifir, (wkh which ^lit- vtater of pobifs- 
<< CATtOM wat madt) tFaiNKlXNO tbe unclean, fanBiJietb to tbe 
** pttrifiing ef tbe FLttm [i. e. 6> far fana>iied the polluted, at 
** extenallf and ettemamally to purify or cleanie him] how m«ek 
*♦ moi?« Ifce," t TowcooD*t Trei^ie, ut ftfra, p. !;• , 
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fying^ whether fpriakling br, waftiing, {Xo plunge 
ing it could not refer, if the r allufion be to 
Numb. xix. fincc the law of purification no 
more includes that^ than it does at moft any 
4>ther mere clrcumjiance of bathing) but to. the 
furification itfelf . Therefore it is a generic 
TERM, expreflive of ceremonial purijficathn',zn!d 
the exafik import feems to be — " JKf that ^s 
PURIFIED from [the pollution of] the deai*^ 

§ X4* Having now examined alt the paf- 

fages in the OW Teftament and Apocrypha, 

where, the term /9«»1»$tf occurs, I WoulJi here 

make one general remark, viz. That 1^ no ohe 

4>aflage out of the four {s the wprd fynony- 

mous, or eveji ufed fynonymoufly, with immer^ 

Jkn. — One of them is confeffedly metaphorical, 

and alludes as we have feen, to that ftate of 

mind which is the eff^, according to the 

'common language of fcripture, of God's pour" 

f«^ W yhis indignation and vytath on the guilty. 

. Tbfi other three are^ evidently fbtmded in. the 

yewifi>'pfifific^tioHi. N^fhah'wds^n k^, ^tfd 

flie ibiaii of his cure, tho' not m. all' things 

.conformable to ihevprefcaribed law of leprofy, 

. was no other than a ' pftrifyiftg rite} and his 

hiptt±ihg ^mk)^ 'ftveh 'tifaies ;fri *JdWfen (thp* 

^this modc^^ 0^ .by pp . n^pjS Ixclu4^ 

,„the a£Kii|l affiftance of an attendant}) amouRCs 

to ntithcr more nor lefs Ath ttait ^he fc^Rt- 

Mot^i'ALLT WA^fiEb, ctf^arOed tfe/^f?r|K?a ' hlthiclf 

fevcn tidies u rta Uf^xpin m for, ly. means of] 

the Jordan; vrtiich liwi^f^ no nVnt recpih^ 

that he ihould plunge bhnfelf, than that he 

flioulil 

% 
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fliould rub himfelf, or fwim in the river. And 
ftroiilif ' an dbjeikir ftill urge^' that when the 
hifterian fays he bapttxed himfdf, he meant that 
he /x^/^^j^i- himfelf, . and- that /feV may be faid 
to be *'' accvrding to the faying, of the, man of 
Gody^ becaufe it implter the wa(hing command- 
ed j in reply to this kifike it to obfcrve-*-that 
H is in vain for him to beg what wiH never be 
granted him, that the * primary, - radical, and 
proper meaning" of the Hebre'w or Greek 

. terms here ufed is to immetfe^ which i$ a fpccific 
a<5ti' rather than to tinge, which is a generic 
term — and, that nearly with the fame plaufi« 
bility- anothef ■ may infift, that what the hiftorian . 
meant by the controverted term was — Naaman'g 
wetting or rubbing himfelf with water ; his fwim-* 
mingy or putting himfelf to foak in the river; 
for each one of thefe if;!p?/»//Vr' the waflung com- 

-manded. And, if it plcafes him, he may go a 
ftep further, and with undaunted confidence 
infill tipon it, that Naaman put himfelf in Jor- 
dan to ^OAK, he^d and all,' feVen times— but 
how long he continued there, is a queftior^ 
which he will- not perhaps choofe to be confi- 
dent in, but rather refer us to inference and 
analogy ! 

Again: When, we confider the liablenefs of 
Judith to be ceremonially polluted every day, 
during her refidence in an idolatrous cam^ 
what more probable than that her going nightly 
to the fountain to baptize herfelf or to be hafm 
tized, was of the nature of a ceremonial purifca*- 
b 3 tion? 
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tion ? She went, therefore, to the fountain to 
be furified^ or cleanfed from the ceremonial poK 
lution tontraded in the day ; which no mor^ 
required phinging than fwimming : and to fay that^ 
in thofe circumflances, (he went fufra Jiatutum^ 
merely becaufe it is faid fhe was baptized^ is to 
£icri£ice common fenfe to an indefenfible hypotheiis ; 
and to impute immodejl folly to the wifeft woman in 
Ifrael, without producing one fifigle argument,, 
or one ray of ^dence, in fupport of the charge 
—except it be that noble argument, that trufty 
foundation wliich has been the file fupport of 
many a huge controverfial fzhrickj ^- petitio prin^ 
cipii! i. e. " baptizing IS plunging!" 

§ 15. 2. The offspring, i?«x?»f»;, having been 
examined, and found totally filent about the 
ejfentiality of immerfion; let us now proceed 
to examine the parent, fiaviu. And here it is 
obTervable, That of the two and twenty inftances 
where this word is found, not one is inconfift- 
ent with its being, in its primary meaning, % 
generic term^ fignifying to tinge j whereas in 
ftx in/lances at leaft, if I am not much mif- 
taken, the fpecific notion of immerfion is fx*- 
duded. 

It is well known that in whatever language 
prepofttions are ufed, they have no fmall influr 
•cnce in determining the meaning of tbofo .words 
with which they are connefted j and in m^y 
cafes are quite decifive. For inftance, were, the 
fubjeft of inquiry, how general znd extenfive, or 
how particular and confined, is the meaning ot 

any 

, _ Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Ch. 4. Terms Baptize and Baptifm. 55 

any word i the ufe of the prepofitions conneAed 
with it will often decide. Suppofe, for illuf« 
tration' fake, we fix upon the £ngU(h word to 
move: now in order to know that this is a 
generic term I need only obferve — That prepo- 
fitions of various and even contrary influence and 
tendency may be confiftently connected with it; 
as to move iny with^ by^ from, to. For a 
thing may be m$ved from as well as to or 
towards another. But let any other word which 
is only a /pedes of the genus to move be 
adopted, as advance^ proceed^ whhdrakvy recede^ 
ice. its fpecific nature is eafily difcovered by the 
ufe of the prepofitions. If, for example, wc find 
the words withdraw and from conncfled, ths 
motion is fpecified as retrograde i but the words 
MOVE from do not fpecify it. Again, if we 
find the words advance and to connedted, the 
motion is fpecified as progrejpve ; but the^ words 
AiovB to do not fpecify it. — Let us apply thefe 
remarks tp the word in difpute. If prepofitions 
of oppofite and contrary tendency arc found con- 
neftcd with it, this demonftrates that the genu- 
ine meaning cannot be. that which is necefla- 
rily confined to only one uniform tendency, viz. 
That of the fubje£l towards the fluid. If the 
particles employed, and the circumilances at- 
tending, convey to us the* idea — That the (ubjeSt 
baptized is brought to that baptized Jiate^ fome- 
times by the application of the fluid tp the fubje^ 
and fome^mes by the application of the fubjeft to 
the fluid, it follows— that the radical^ and pri^ 
D 4 niarf 
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mary meaning is that which is common to> bath. 
The tenns to dip^ piungcj immerfe^ and the like, 
are expreifive only of that confined and fpecific 
a£t' which implies the motion and application 
of the fubjeft to the fluid '^ confcquently, they 
are inadequate to exprefs the primary icka, h^ 
ing too partial and contraded. 

If the moil eminei^ Lexicographers are rights 
when they tell us that the primary and proper 
meaning of fiavla is to tinge; and if our op*- 
ponents are alfo right, when they aflure us that 
Its primary arid proper meaning is to immerfe; 
it follows that tinging and immerfing are p«r- 
fcftly fynonymous. But every one knows that 
immcrfion is only a nwde of tinging, as before 
ihcwnj therefore, if the premifes be true, the 
mode and tlie thing modified are perfectly the 
famef Or you are favoured, reader, with ano- 
ther curious but legitimate confequence — A per- 
foh or thing may be faid, properly and ftri<SHy, 
to be dipped /when only fprinkled^ painted^ or any 
how coloured! — It is in vain to urge, that be- 
caufe dipping is the moji ufual way of tinging, 
therefore it may be termed the primary meaning; 
for with the fame propriety may a fophift ex- 
claim : " The primary meaning of motion is. 
*' progreffion. Ye boafted men of fcienc^ wK4 
** have faid fo much about motion, ye are all 
" deceived, and quite out in your definitions; 
*' for if you behold the planets in their courfes, 
** they all proceed i and fo do the rivers of wa- 
** tcr proceed in their channels j man on his 

*' journey 
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** journey advances forward ; the whole ve^eta- 
* bic and animal creation obfcrvcs the fame 
•* plan; thcrcfqrt'^retrogrejhn is NO motion.'? 
Equally abfur4 is the conclufion, that the fre^ 
fuency of cne mode of tinging annihilates all others. 
§ i6. Ik Expd. xii. 22. we read; k^i /9«>^»rV 

4110 TV «i/«aV. Lev.' iv. 17. Ka» &9;\i^ # »ipiv( 
r«» ISKxIvXex AIIO rtf mi/aoIo^. xiv. l6. Kai I^At}"'* 
Tov ^xlirXov T0» ik{»«y AIIO TV iXoitf. Dan. iv. JO. 
K.ai AnO Tig; ^jpotf*!! t9 tf^avat re att^m avIS i^af ti • 

and the fame v^r^^/Zw, chap. v. 21. And in Pfalm 
Lxviij. 23. we find: " That thy foot may b* 
tinged in [pr, wt/A] the blood of thine enemies, 
^d the tongue of thy dog$ [may be iinged\ 

Now let ' impartiality itfelf determine, whether 
thcfe prepofitions, or the latin opes correfgond- 
ipgj ^> ^^^ de^ or ex^ are any Way compatible* 
wi^h that mode of tinging yjfhich our opponents^ 
jnake ^entifil to true, baptiftu? And whether 
they do not den^onftr^te that tW PRiMARY fig^ 

d word is not to- 
ftqihy or the like? 
be found the mojl 
Ty' and. doihmodioiis . 
: things^ fucb as a 
:h ^rf hjt^y or the. 
feet are' faid to tje • 
jAifp;*) oiF overflow- 
well ^s tjie heady, 
Ajr s^ ihro* 

— >'*-'. "^ ^ . A '....••. vT ..... ^ •• 

i^::T^ft5feW^ *»'»fl**»o'^ " v^ emphaticai: *• A fw^cifu o diae4.: 

TT <&irMid/ oedd yn dwyn yr jurcb^ yogbwir y dyfcocdd*** Jtfi- 

Si. IS. ' -/ -' T ^ 
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thro' the abundance of oil, are to .be anointed^ 
*— the tnode .oi application b^omes more ambir 
guous as to the jaSi^ becaufe more difficult to 
determine about, the natural fxopriety of the ac-* 
tion. If again the queftion be put— WHat is- 
the moft natural and the . moft common modi 
whereby the garments of a warrior arc tingedf 
We can be at no lofs for a reply. The mode^ 
therefore, of accomplilhing the primary thing 
fignified, varies according to the nature of the 
cafe. ' . 

§ 17. One thing more dcfervcs particular no- 
tice, refpedting the ufe of ^oLil\%i in the Septuagini 
ztiA Apocrypha. There are, if I remember right, 
but two pajjaga in all thefe vritings where a 
HUMAN BODY or PERSON is faid to.be tinged 
(/SftTlicrdai) and both refer to Nebuchadnezzar, 
and are exprefled in the very fame words*. It 
(hould feem, then, that this cafe is of confider* 
able importance, being the only one in pointy i,% 
to the fubjed baptized, within the limits .of our 
prefcnt inquiry. Now the qu^on is, what is 
the primary fignification of the word fCof n here 
ufcd ? Is it any one Jpecific aft of immerfing ja 
water, putting under water, fprinkling, or pour- 
ing . water upon the fubje£): i Or does it not 
rather refer to a Jlcat rf wetnefs in .which the 
body of the meumorphofed monarch was ? Let 
Dr. S. reply: ^ The word iCi^u is not ufed to 
^ defcftbe the aSlim of the dew as di/lilUnig or 
^/allifg;^ but to cxprcfs the STATE of Ncbu- 

^ chadnezzar'is 
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^ chadnczzar*s bodyf.** This I verily bdicYt 
is the proper, radical, primary meaning of the 
controverted term; of which this paflage is m 
Ariking proof. ** Not the action but the 
STATE." If any a^oH at all, it would be the 
diftilHng or falling of the dew, for there was no 
other i but it " defcribes the ftatc Nebuchad* 
nezzar was in,'* which has nothing to do im* 
mediately with any aSii&n ; and con&quently the 
word fia^ does not, cannot defcribe imnurjion^ 
which is as much an . a£HM as the falling of 
the dew. It is in vain for Dr. S. to foift in 
the falvo, ** as it were." '* Which was, as it 
were^ dipped or plunged in dew." For this was 
not » figurative baptifm : it was a real faH. 
r His body was aStuaUy in a baftixed Jiate. It 
was tingid or vutteiy and therefore as truly *^- 
tilui as any tWng of which we read. 

The queftion now returns: By wh^a means 
came the degraded liionarcb's body into this 
ftate? It muft be owned this i« tmly ^fecen^ 
dary confideradon 5 the primary i^ the Jiate^ u(^ 
matter how cffeacd. ' Yet it is neceffary that tbis^ 
ftatc fhould be introduced by fitme mode ef ap* 
plicatiott. It muft needs be that either the tin- 
gent liquid was applied $e bimy or he ta iu It 
could not be the htterj for there is no motion 
of his body hotA oo^ pofition to* another fup*. 
pofed, as ii^ fclf-evictot i nor was the h^tifm 
eflFeaed by ki& being put in a river^ a pool^ or 
a l^atb yih^ is equally ckar^ no, oor yet W* 
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\khng PUT IN ^e dew-y for the Jlati \fz,s cf- 
feQed AHO T«j< ^fwm, from the dew^ (w by tbe 
ft<S);ion of the dew upon him. Confequently^ 
f[yt tingetit liquid was applied to him\ and a 
ifOUE of haptifm this, as oppofae and contrary to 
dippings as the points of Eaftand Weft, or the 
ideas of a£lion and re«a6tion, can be. Thus, I 
think, it h " fitisfeaoiSly proved (if demonftra- 
tidn will fitdsfy) ttiat in this one inftance (and 
the onlf one whidi refers to a human ^fy^ix 
complexly under the word pavlm in the Septua^ 
-gint verfi6n-or the Apocryphal writings) the idea 
of dipping is excluded from, the word/* 

But Dr. S. ftilf ofcjeds: ** N»w (iiys be) it 
^ h very reiharkable, as Dr, GAte has . laif;^ 
" (hewn in his anfwer^ to Mr. Wall, that the 
^ original Ch^deie word (itftaUar^)^ which is 
** here rendered by Atufin, naeffarilj implies dip- 
^ ping, as ^3^>pears by -the coaftrnt ufe o£ the 
^ word ; and :diat h is by this- Chaldee word 
«* the Jirufatem Targum rcndew - the Hebrew 
^ (tabhal) ^v« iv. 6« which ^sAfor' miguefiionaUy' 
** iigni^ to dip/' And, he mi^t luive added^ 
•*- which unqueftionaHy ^gnifies to tinge i v^bich 
laft as unqi^ionahly differs from phmging^ as Dr. 
^.^s mode of baptizing d^ers from *tb|tio£« Us 
t)pponients.— 'I think it has been fuffickBtl]r»^ov* 
cd already that the ^^/imi>7 mmi&t%M£ ii^t He^ 
hrew word is abt to* mmerfiy %\xv %m tp^t, to 
Mng io ajlate tf tuetn^s^ ^ iol^tr^ ^. in Di^Ie 
i)r in part; and be^ufe^tfais {nlhcqxd ^€nd was. 
vtore commonly acctoi^iihed by the m^ of 
• Mi- I . . . .... dipping 



,y Google 



Ch. 4. Tirms Baptize and Baptifm. ' 6x 

dipping, hence that fecondary idea became more 
prevalent than any other. But I may venture 
to (ay, That it nevbr fi^fic$ to immerfe for 
tbi fake of immerfion in all the (acred writings ; 
but the immerfion is always for the fake $f 
higher ettd-y and therefore is only a modey how- 
ever common^ of effeaiag that primary purpofe. 
Nay, I will venture a (lep further, and affirm 
—That in fome of tbofe places where the word 
occurs, immerfion appears a ufeleji wtode of an^ 
fwering the main intention, fince another would 
anfwcr better^ as in the cafe oSjlaining Jofeph's 
coat, &c. and that in ether places a mode di- 
ametrically oppofite to immerfion is plainly fug« 
gdSed by the prepofition annexed, as before 
noticed; tho*, as to the nature of the thing, 
intended, it might have been done either way.~ 
Therefore, that the Chaldee word in queftion 
Ihould be rendered by the Hebrew tabbal^ is fa 
far trom provii^g the point intended, that it \%, 
evidently againfi it. 

§ 18. Rbspbc'tiko the Qhaldee word— "that 
it veceJI^rily implies dipping, as appears by \\%. 
coaftant ufe"— -we deny the fa£t Nor has Dr- 

, GAir, or any one elfc, proved the pofition npyv. 
mentioned* The geiveral ,if not the umverf^L 
jfioffrage of leyic^rapbers of the (irft note, aj)d 
Criticks of the higheil reputation, is againft him; 
the verdifl of the mqft eminent verfions is a- 

* gainft him j and the nature of the fubjeSfs whq^e 
the word occurs is againft him. 

Amloii# 
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Among others, do not Castellus, whofr 
eulogy was that of literary greatnefs, pronounced 
by an able judge*; N, Fuller, fo renowned 
for his critical refearches; Pagnxnus, ftilcd by 
one not inferior to himfcif, ** A man moft fkil- 
ful in the eaftem languages f 5" Buxtorf, 
whofe very name refledb honour on Jewiih li-^ 
terature; to which we may add, Leigh, Stock-» 
lus, &c« do not thefe, I fay, concur to pro- 
nounce and prove the word in queftipn, both 
in the Hebrew and Chaldee form, to be a en- 
VERIC TSRM» by rendering it tingere and coh^ 
rare f Is not tinxit the primary meaning ? And 
is not this as different from immerfion as g^ 
mus from ^cies^ or ejfence from mode ? 

Mn Parkhurst in his Lexicon under the 
word, fuppofes, indeed, the primary fenfe of the 
Hehrew root to be—" To form hngijh linesy or 
^ fireahy or fuch as 2xz^ longer than they arc 
'•• broad, (q. d. obtongare) or to be of an ob^ 

* hng jhttpe** Hence he fuppofes that ** as at* 
«* noun (e/lahbang) it fignifies a finger or toe^ 
^ fix)m its Imgi/h or oblong form." That " as 
•• a noun or participle paffive it denotes zjlripe 
♦* ocjlripedy Jndg. v. 30/* As a participial noun^ 
^ The Hjana^ to called from the ia^k flripes 

• orjlreaks with which his colour is variegated/' 

When 

• Bp, Walton* Ia bit picf* to the Polyglots «' Virom i% 
^ quo enditio fiunna mignaqoe tniml modcftia coBvcncn^**' 

' t J* BozTour is Zpift* Ded. to liit lltbt L«c« ** VSc Li** 
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When he confiders the word in the Chaldee 
form he obfcrves: " In Aph. To xvety mnften^ 
imbue^ Dan. iv. 22. In Ith. — To he wetted. 
Dan. iv. 12. v. 21 • So the Vulg, render it by 
tingiy tnfundi^ injiciy and tlic LXX. in the laft 
paflage by •€«9'»-" 

The Assembly's Annotator on Jer. xii. 9. 
obferves : " The word here ufcd, and not elfe- 
" where found, cometh from a root, which tho* 
^* no where ufcd in the Hebrew text of Scrip* 
*• ture, yet is found in the Syriack of Daniel, 
•* Dan» iv, 15, 23, 33. and v. 21. as alfo in 
" the Syriack and Arabick verfions of the New 
«^ Teftament. Matt. xx. 23. Luke vii- 38.** 
Now this laft pafTage abfolutely excludes immcr« 
fion from the nature of the a6tion ; and as to 
the text in Matthew, the literal interpretation of 
the Arabick verfion is — " tinSiurat mea tingemni.^ 
While the Syriack Interpreter keeps to the 
Greek terms latinized : ^ Baptlfmate quo efgo 
haptizovy hapttzabimini.'*'^ As to Dan. iv. 15. 
MoNTANUs's interlineary verfion and the Vuj;- 
OATE, render it by tingo', the Syriack verfion 
is interpreted by intlngo. ver. 23. is rendered 
by MoNTANUs^: " Ex rore ecelorum te tingen- 
tes.*' The Vulgate : " £t rore cadi infuiv- 
d«ris." The Syriack, as before, by inting^^. 
•* Rore coeli intingeris.*' ver. 33. Mont. " De 
rore ecelorum corpus ejus tingebatur." Vulo: 
*' Rore coeli corpus ejus infe<aum eft.** Syr. 
Intcrp. " Rore cceli ititingendum.'* Sept. lite* 
rgl Tranflation: " De rore coeli corpus ejus in- 

fedum 
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foaum eft/' A^AM^ Intcfp. ** Perfuiuin fuk cor- 
pus ejus rore coeli.** And aa ta Dan. v. 2i» 
Mont. ^' E rorc (^lorunok corpus ejus tindum 
fuit." Vux.G. as ia the paflage laft mentioned- 
Syr. " Rorc coel* c^rpu^ gus intin(ftum." 
Sept. Verbatiitt as in the laft paflage. Arab. 
^ P^rfufum eft corpus gus rore cceli." — tet the 
reader now judge, whether the ^ Chaldee word 
neceffarily im^Yits dippingj as appears by its con^ 
Jtmt ufit 

It is wdl Ip^own that from this root is der 
nved, as before ob^rved, the participle, qr par-f 
ticipial noun (ifi^u^ng) which is rendered in oijr 
prefent verfion ^^ fiecUed^* And perhaps - theye 
is. not a word wijthin tl^ compafs )c^ £^ed \\r 
terature, abput the meaning of which th^e havO: 
l}ecsi more cr<itical cpnje6hires ^mong the l^ajrnr 
*ed. And yet among thefe ^ndlels conjedures I 
do not recoU$£b (uie that conveys the ide^ aC 
ncceflary immerfioa^.. 

•^ SoM»9 as kttforc hintsd> tftl forticulfflx. Bocii4«t C P" 
^nimalikus &«. Scr^» I^b. UL n.) wottld» a^ the S^^^i^,. 
peodet the phrafis which yrereai ** J^k&d i*r4,''^^ " by^na,**' 
•r variegtited wild hu»fim But of thefs there were two kindt^. 
•ne a quadruped very invcfa like- a wolf» only Jjftttmly and the 
•thcr a Us^^vHt fj^ecUed under the belly; tefnArts, Vf J^rP^ f!9f* 
Tnmf* Others coAfi^er the word (tu^) mth, f hich it j« con* 
^aedf ajpu! yvhich is agreeable tp our verfioiy ay meaning Ari^y^ 
a hirdi and ^Gcordin|Iy they expitia the force of the paitiaple 
ak agreeing with miii in ibme foeh. tefflu as thefe « HMQii nk* 
Mtfif, ^Qa, moKt^ata^diJcu^f v^folor, vtifi^, MeffbBtLf £«|gaiAe 
fffiaa, ainwtaf criunt^a I infoUtas J^lw/lri* ^ ^£*f<f$f P''^^^\ <«<•* 
f^iut fmdita^ ^r0td«tn»^ rMfaXy^rfi,. efrmvora, {cc. ^^d nfrere 



l^ 
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Once mor^; it may be remarked, that the 
uf? (rf the Hebrew derivative, Judg, v. 30. which 
is rendered by the Sept, by a derivative fron» 
^<t'K\»i is not at all favourable to our opponei\t$' 
hypothefis ; — "To Sifera a prey of divtrs C9t 
lours (tfekiim ^»^f*«l«i',) a prey of divers colours 
(as before) of needle-work, a prey of dher^ 
colours (tjebsy ffctiAt^M) of needle-work on both 
fides." But how would this paffage read on the 
plunging plan? " To Sifera a prey of plung--. 
ings^ a prey of plungings of needle-work, a 
prey -oS plungings of needle- work on both fides 
(or, more literally, a plunging of double em- 
broidery !)'•—— And here it is obfervable that 
while Mot^T. and the Vulg. render the wor4 
by color and diverfus color j and the tranflation^ 
of the Sjbpt. and SyR. by tinSluray the Ch^lf 
dee .Paraphraftj regaining tU Tiir-C \":c:rd, ir. tl::; 
Chaldee form, (tfibionin) is rendered by the latin 
verfion ^ color.** *' Praedam polymitarum colorum.** 
That is, if the Dodors Stennett and Gale 
are right in faying, that the word " neceffarify 
implies dip^g,'*— ^ ^ ^r^ of the cmbroiderief ^ 

DIPPINGS !'* . 

It 

I to throw my mite of conje£hire ifito the heap^ i( ihoald be 
** avii NOT AT A,** which, in my appreheofien» exhibits the moft 
feafible and eafy ccmne^^ion between the very diflimilar deriratiyes; 
the one importing '* Coior^** or « tinffura^** and the other <« </«- 
£ituu** — Who knows but in this age of dircoveries it may be 
** largely ihewn** and demon(lrated» that the htrd in queftion % 
neither a hawk, a kite, an c?gje or a peacock, ( as fome hare 
cQ^eaured) fcut avji immsrsa — a ** duck,^* which is literally 
fbc dtfpittg (•r difftd) krdg (torn the Dutch ** duckcn'* ^ dip k 
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It is. not denied that the Chaddee word an- 
fwers to /SflwAi*; but what we infift is that the 
primary meaning of neither is to immerfe. — 
Sir £dward Leigh, after giving the import 
ot'-^C word thus : " Tinxity intinxity cold^e vel 
humore imhuit feu infecit^ coloravit, lavitj made" 
fecity rigavity haftizavitj immer/it" ^ohkry^s from 
Fuller: ** The word among the Syrians^ 
^ primarily and properly fignifies ^mieiufi that 
•* is, cither immergere or tingere ; and becaufe what 
•* is ftained with any colour is made fuch /«- 
•* fmrgendo five tingendo^ hence alfo it denotes 
^ coUrare; juft as ffaiHnt and tingere among the 
*^ Greeks and Latins, comprize htb meanings*.'* 
Now if a word fignifies to tinge and to iV»- 
merfej it is demonftrable from the cafe itfclf, 
that the former is the leading and primary 
fenfet for to immerfe h a mode of tinging, but 
tinging cannot be called a mode of immerfmg. 
To deny this, is to deny that the genus cpmpre* 
licnds the fpecies, or that the whole compre- 
hends the parts.— What Fuller fuggefts, that to 
colour is a confequent meaning, because effe£ted 
BY plunging or tinging^ docs not afFeA the 
queftion ; otherwife the idea itfelf is controver- 
tible. For, if fome better reafon. be not af- 
figned, lie might as well have faid j ^* Travel- 
ling is a confideration confequent to walking or 
ridings because that is effected BY thefe'^ That 
is, The thing itfelf is a confideration confequent 
to the fpecific mode or manner pf efFefting it \ 

Bur 

• Cjrit Sacr, 
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But before I leave this branch of the fub- 
je<a, I would obferve, That the above remarki 
and reafonings on the controverted words, in 
proof that they are generic termSy muft be in 
all reafon confidered in reference to the time, 
place and occafion of ufing them. For there is 
a great deal of difference between the accepta- 
tion of words at one time, place or occafion, 
and others. Therefore, no objeftion tjiat may 
be formed againft what I have faid will affeft 
it, tho' it were proved (what yet remains to be 
dcme) that the fpecific notion of dipping was 
of more early date^ as conveyed by thefe terms, 
than the generic one of tinging; except it be 
alfo proved that the more general (ignification 
did not exift at the time and place of ufmg the 
words. Whatever is done fhort of this will 
be juftly deemed inconcluiive, and mere logo*^ 
machy. 

§ 19. Having tak^n notice already of all 
thofe paffages in the New Teftament, where 
the word /?«w1»Ji» occurs, it will be needlefs as 
well as tedious to enter into a minute exa- 
mination of them all. Inftead of this it will 
be fufficient, and perhaps more proper, to make 
the following obfervations upon them, in con- 
nexion with what has been already faid. 

J. Tho' I have, according to our opponents' 
cpnftant wifh, made /S^ttIw, as well as ffttv%(v, 
the fubjeft of inquiry; yet as the former is 
never, but tonftantly the latter is ufed in , the 
New Teftament when the facred rite is in 

queftion, 
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queftipn^ it is but reafonable to fupjjofe t^at 
this uniformity is owipg not to acddet^t %ut 
defignj ^n^ if to ^^f«, if^ is "equally ireafoi^l© 
to conclude that both terms, at^ leaft in tHe 
legijlative fenie, are not fynonymouu . 

2. This being the cafe, it is liut reafonable 
to infer, tl>at the \^fe of the word gaw-ltjy in 
the Sept. and Apocrypha, rather than, j^a^lau 
ijiould, be regarded in afcertaining th,e f^nfe 
of the former in thje New Teftamerit., ' 

3. Ii^ASMUCH as .iv^ery injlance where th$ 
Word occurs in thefe writings (Ifa. xxi. 4. ex- 
cepted, which is evidently figurative,) is a fpecies 
of ceremonial purification, as before obfer- 
ved i and feeing to purijy and to baptize arc 
ufed fynonymoufly, Mai. iji. 3. and Mark u ^. 
w-and when we add to this, the nature and 
^figPi of luc initiqjHon ; tnp greater C6nljften(^ 
of the rendering, of which let the impartial 
judge ;-^ I think it natural to infer. That the 
real legiflativc and facramental force of the term 
is of a general nature^ and by no means con- 
fined to one fpecific a£tion ; ?in4 that the 
words purification and purify^ tho' not perfedlly 
adequate, have a better claim on adequat^neft 
to exprefs 4he meaning of the original thafi /m- 
merfion and immerfe^ or »ny tha;t convey the fame 
id«i. 

§ 20. If we iaquire by v^hat nu^e this pu- 
rification by water is bejl efFeiled? I beg leave 
to reply in gcnersi.l — By the application of water ^ 
to U^e body, rather tlia^i by ^pp^yfng the hodj 

of 
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of thc-Tubjeft to the water. My feafons are 
as follows: 

I. Because, o jSawlifofxiwc, the purified perfon^ 
all along from Mofes to Chrijl *, was ceremo- 
nially deanfed or purified^ at leaft principally^ 
by that mode. Numb. xix. 12. " He (hall pu* 
^'rtfy himfeif With it."— vcr. 13. « Becaufe the 
water of feparatioh was not /prinkled upon him^ 
he fliall be unclean.^* vcr. 20. *<The water of 
feparatior> hath not been prinkled upon hiniy 
'he is unclean.^* Nor is there any evidence, 
that the bathing^ or vtxdjhing the body 'with 
water, referred to any but the adftiiniftra- 
tor of the rite ; and the rather becaufe he 
had no otl^er mode of purification left but this, 
whei-eas the other was clean by fprinkling. It is 
■confeffedly clear, that he who fprinkted or even 
touched the water of feparation, wais thereby 
rendered unclean; now if Iprinkling was necef- 
fary for i&;j clca'nfing, it muft be equally fo for 
bU iprinklef, and fo on, which is abfurd. There- 

*jfore, the ablution was necejfary for him, biit not 
neceffary for the other, any more than the tent^ 
&c. after being fprinkled* And indeed fuppoliUg 
(without granting) that both bathed thertifelves, 
it ftili' fallows that the application of water to 

. the ftibjbdt. for clcanfing, conftitdted the leading 
and principal part of the acSHon. 

2« Because the hafof<^i gaTlKryLot, the divers 

puri^ 

' * Bb it obfervedy that wery per/on who was fegally purified 
Arom the touch of a dead body» See. during that long fien'<tdt 
was ^b^itudn How eotmntit a tbingy then, muft ka^tifm be axnoo; 
the Jew% u a (acred fitei 
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purifications^ which were \n ^forct from Mofes.t$ 
Ch/t/i^ were performed at Icaft primipally by this 
mode. On this phrafe (Heb. ix« lo.) Dr. S, 
has the following very Angular obfervation : 
•* As prophecy, teaching, ruling, &c. arc the dif- 
" ferent Jpecies of the genus gifts j fo the vart^ 
^ eus plungings of priefts, Levites, and peqple^ 
•* for confecration, defilement, &c. are the dif-^ 
** fennt Jpecies of the genus dippings or batlw 
" ings.*' In fupport of this remark, fo un- 
worthy of Dn S. we are referred to Spencer, 
Grotius, and Whitby. But the . fentimcnt 
muft be untenayc indeed if it has no better de- 
.fence than what thefe authors afford* Nay, the 
very references arc plump againfi it. For not 
only do they imply that the priefts, Levites, apd 
Ifraelites were different fuhjeRs^ but alfo that the 
wajhings (^«AVfte») were different (>»«!pofiw) j and, 
indeed, elfc they could not poflibly be excul- 
pated from palming on the Apoftlc a contradic- 
tion in terms, as wc (hall prcfently fee. The 
priefts \aii one mode of purification by water, 
Exod. xxix. 4.^ " And Aaron and his fons thou 
(halt bring unto the door of the tabernacle of 
the congregation, and thou Jhalt wash them 
with waterJ* The Levites had another mode^ 
Numb. viii. 5—7* " And the Lord fpakc unto 
Mofes, faying, Take the Levites from among the 
children of Ifrael, and cleanfe them. And tfius 
(halt thoU do unto them to cleanfe them: 
Sprinkle yuater of purif^finf upon them** And 

the 
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the people when defiled had another tnode^ Lev« 
XV. 5 — 8, i6. Here the unclean is commanded 
to ^^ bathe bimfe^ in water,'* or fo tvajb bimfe^*. 
The words of,SpBNCB^ are: " Jtia enim erat 
Pontificis et facerdotum hiio^ alia Levitaruni| 
Ifraelitarum alia^ GTr." (De Leg. Hcb. Lib. 
ill. DifTert. 3.) And thofe of Grot i us: '« Va* 
riai ktiones nominat, (Heb. ix. lo.) quia htz$ 
^liaenx lacerdotum, ir/rV? Levitarum, &c." And 
Dr. Whitby upon the place refers to the 
riboVe texts in proof of the wajhings being di^ 
vers. But how can thefe authorities or thefe 
facred texts contribute in the leaft degree to 
eftablifii Dr. S.*s unaccountably ftrange notion 
of genus and fpedes ; when he fays that ^ the 
▼arious plungings of priei^s, Levites, &c. are the 
eUfferent fpecies of the genus dippings or bath« 
ings.*' As this dodrine, peculiar to a tottering 
hypothefis, (lands already confuted and ju(Uy ex« 
pofed in a publication which Mr. B. has eau^ 
iinujly overlooked (perhaps out of tendernefs ioc 
himfelf and his cauje)\ zn^ to which Dr. S. 
has thought proper to make no reply (we fup- 
pofe for a ^try fubftantial reafon); I b^ leave 
to prefent the reader with the following ftriifaircs 
from that unanfwered performance: *' Accord- 
ing to the Dr. dippings are the -different fpecies 
of the genus dippings. — Small as my acquaint- 

V ance 

* ** They bad ntfafnttfi alfo— ^f the mwardt»Bt. ctir. 17. aii4. 
'* of the burnt-oficr iiifs peculwly* Etek. vl. 3S. of the iun4a an4 
«< ^t of the pneAs £x. xix. it. a«d of the Uper* xiv. 9.— 

•* B«irVf*a« 
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** ancc is' 'With the dbfhine t>i geiHis anci>J>- 
** ciesj yet I kfiow there is between the feverri 
^ fpeci^ contained in the genus, what logiciafls 
** call differentia. Thus a man and a brute arc 
^ different j^^^/Vj of (he genus animal ^ ahd 
" Jthat which conftitutes the differemt between 
** thefe fpecies is rationality^ But where is the 
•* logfcal differentia between plungings and- rf/^* 
" pings? unlefs the Dr. will contend that a va- 
" riation in terms makes it. Indeed he feemcd 
^ aware, that to affirm, dipt>ing5 afe the fpecfcs 
** of dippings^ yrould incur tnaniffeft abfurdity^ 
'** and therefore he artfully vaVifed his ^hrafca- 
'*' logy. "But fuch little artifices as thefe ait 
'^ eafily feen through, and help to deteft thfe 
'^ fallacy and evafion which frequently Jurk Un- 
-^ d^r them. 

" Lbt US fee bow he apjilies hifs reafonihg 
'* to the ufe of the Word in . Rom, xii. 6. Men- 
** ttori is made there oi differing gifts ^ ^a/po^ 
^* X^f^<^h^^' ^d th*>fe gifts are fpecified; fuch 
" as prophecy^ exhortation^ ruling^ Sec* Upon 
^ this the Dr. argues thus : " We might wMi 
^* good re^tfon argue anakgically frbm this othtr 
" ^paflage in Romans, and fay, that as prophety^ 
^ " 'rw/%, &c. are the different fpecies 6i the 
" genus gifis'j fo the various plungings are, &c.'* 

<* B«irl»^fic( is gmy kind of wajhing^ whether by dipping or fpiihk* 
•« iiug} ftttfiitg ^tbe thing to tc waihfed into the Vitcr, or ap' 
** f¥^ ^ *^*'"' "oto the thiiig Itfclf to be wafhfcd. Of thefe 
" ^alMflgs there >^ere fwAn^ forts tr kitids > ^tida the*4Mr;'* 
Dr« Owiii, m ioct Vcl. iii. p. 351, 352. 
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*' But, according to our author's mode of rca- 
** foiling, the analogy is deJiroyed.-^M^ according 
** to the Doftor, ^ct^o^t e»if\^<r^ fignify clean- 
" fing of different perfinsi then, in order to pre-^ 
*' ferve a juft analogy^ h%fo^» ;c«pi<r/*a?« ought 
*< likcwife to mean gifts difpenfed to different 
** perfons* But the abfurdity of inference in the 
« latter caf^ clearly expofes the fallacy of con- 
« clufion in the former. x<»p»^f*al» gifts are the 
** genus 'i whofe Jpecies are, prophecy^ rulings Sec* 
** Each of thefe is a fpecies ; each is different 
** from the other 5 and both are contained in 
" the genus* But according to our author's 
" doftrinc of genus and fpecies, if only one of 
<« thefe (prophecy for inftance) had been given 
« to ** various perfons^^ to the paftors, deacons, 
^ people; ftill x«P»^f**'* gifts would have been 
** the genus, and one of thefe gifts conferred 
<* on " various perfons'^ would have been the 
•^ fpecies : and thus prophecies vrould have been 
** the fpecies of prophecies^ without any dif" 
" ference whatever ! for the difference would 
** rcfpeft the perfons on whom they were bc^* 
** ftpwed, and not the things given. 

**. Another inftance will expofe it ftill more. 
** In Lev. xix. 19. the Lord commands his 
« people not to fow their fields with mingled 
^ feedj » ttetlcttrfTifUi ^otfofop, di'&erfo femine ( Lat. 
^ Vulg.*) The Greek word is the fame here 
Vol. IL E . « as . 

* Other tatin verfiont have it, di'uerjit fpeciehui, ex dual>u{ Jl>tm 
thkup tammhctioM fiminum, mifiimhus, &c» 
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^ as in Hehrewt and Romamy and- fi^fies a- 
^ diffiprence in the fpedes of feed; a mingUng 
^^ of which was prohibited under the law. 
^ But, by our author's ^ mode of accomnaoda^ 
*' ting the dofirinc 4)f genus and fpecies,- tho' 
^^ the Jews had ufed one unnruagjied feed,. yet if 
" they depofited it in various fields or upon* 
<« various *' occafions,'' they would have equoUy* 
^ violated the divine injunction 9 becauie, al« 
^ tliough there was not the leaft difference be*- 
" tween the i^ire feed fown in one piece of- 
^* ground, and the fanu depofited in another;.- 
^ yet, according to the Doctor's idea, there^ 
^ woidd have dibfifted a diffFerenci between thefe 
^< fpeciea of feeds, only becauTe of the diffeFcoi' 
^^ fields to which they had been xrommitted^- 
^< After the fame abfurd manner does he rea« 
^* fon about the divers ktptifins under the. Iaw« 
^ The priefts,.he lays, were dipped in-waicr,, the 
«' Levites w«nc ^ppedy and the peO{de were dip^- 
«' ped. And where is the difference between dip^ 
^^ ping in wedeTy znd-^ dipping in water? " O, 
^ but different perfons were dipped I" But how 
^ does a difference in the perfons conftitute » 
*« difference in the things when [on the fuppo- 
« fition] the mode of applying the water was 
" the very fame to priefts, Levites and people ? 
** I need . not inform the judicious reader, that 
*' the whole of the DoSor's reafonin^ which 
*« feems perfe£Hy new, amounts to this, viz. 
« That a genus may have different fpecics, 

''and 
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** and thJtt there may be na teal difference at' 
« all between tbdc ^fffbrent fpecies [or even 
" between the g^nus zad /pedes'] (which is a 
" contradi£U6n in tei*ms) nd more Aah between 
^* pl^ngings and plungings */ *' 

But wonders never ceafe. Who cduld think 
it? frotii this very phrafe, ^* divers waffiings/* 
Dr. Gill fetches an argument, for'-^ dipping! 
« Called dii;ersy fays the poftbf, beeatife of the 
^^ different perfrns znd thihgr waflted oi dij^ped, 
« as the fame GRotiits obfcrvesj and not 
« Wcaufc of diffluent farts of waffung, for iht\t 
^ is but one way! of waftuh^ and thaH \t by 
^dipping!'* Btrt GftbTius obfihreis no fiich 
thing, as his wofds declare. Ahd* wlidth^' the ' 
other parts of tfiiii ' curibus pie^ of dogniatifAi' 
be not either afready refuted in the refutation 
of Dr. S, or elfe' too palpably grdfs and ufi^ 
guarded to impofe on any' one poflcflSd of com* 
mon fenfe, let the intelligent reader jiidgfel 

I KNOW it has been fuggdlijd . " thif thb* 
thefe walhings were divers, they were nbt ^- 
verfe.*^ But whether this Englilh ctiticifm be* 
not merely fuch, and totally unfupported by the 
original, may appear, in addition to what has 
been faid, by the following remarks from no 
mean writer : " All, who Underftand" the Origin 
*' nal, know, that the words do'aftd fntift meah 
** DiV£RS£ SORTS of baptifrfis\ oi*' baptifm's of' 
*' differeiit fptcies or ^inds. It is not faid 

* Mr. D« Cowrcy's Rqomd. p. 204, 205, Ice, See alio 
Ik£NXV% Antiq* Hebr, Pa r, 1. Cap, xvili. ^ 9, 
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** ^oX\oK many^ nor 9ro»»a?w>K varhuSy but ^«fop«K 
*' DIVERSE, or DIFFERING SORTS. The only 
*' place, in the New Teftament, where the Word 
« (^*«popoj) is ufed, befides this, is Rom. xii. 6. 
*^ Where by ^»«^opa ;^«p»ff'ft«1a differing or Di- 
et VERSE ^//fx, is indifputably. meant fevcrat dif^ 
^^ fering KINDS of gifts *j as the words following 
*« demonftrate, viz. Prophecy^ Teachings Ruling^ ^ 
cc &c.— Should, then, a pcrfon now fay-? That 
" there is NO baptifm but by dippings — he would 
^ moft plainly and undeniably contradict 
** the apojile^ for he would hereby affirm, that 
^^ there is but one kind q( baptifm; whereas 
*' the apoftle declares there are MORfi kinds 
^ than (>«/♦.— Yea, that the apoftle has, in this 
*' place a more particular regard to the Jewifh 
^^ JprinklingSy than dippings^ fecms highly pro- 
*' bable (to fay the leaft) from his exprefs 
" mention of the ^rinkUngs. (ver. 13.) as fome 
«* of the principal of thofe legal purifica- 
" TIONS, or differing baptifmsj concerning which 
« he had fpoken (ver. 10.)— If any (hall imagine 
" that the baptizing of cupSy potSy tablesy human 

" bodiesy 

• « Concerning the fcnfe of the word hdLfo^o<; diverfi, fee alfo 
«< Wifd. vii. lo* hafofitq <fv\u9 Diverfitiesy or divxrsx sorts^ 
« of plants* Dan« vii. 19* Ovptor ^etfof^p va^a irait Oupox, 

*< 41 ^Al/? £/* 4 XIMO (or SrxCJXt) DlFPCltXKT yroM oH ttber 

** beafts* So the word &^opo7fpo$ is twice oiedy in this Tune 

*• epiftle. Heb. i« 4. and viii. 6. [the only plac^ in the New 

<f Teftament where it is found] in both which places, it /igoi- 

*< fies of a very difftreni kind: a name^ of a very different 

, <' i/W} and a mnifry of a very different kind from thchs.-*' 
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" bodies^ &c. is meant by thefe diverfe baptifms ; 
** the reply is obvious. Thefe (if they muft be 
^^ all dipt in order to their being baptized) can 
^ with no truth or propriety be called diverfe 
" or differing kinds of baptifms; for they are 
" then but one and the fame baptifm of diff^er^ 
*' ing things, 

" Here, then, is FULL PROOF that the 
** fcripture ufes the word gawlio-iutoj baptifm^ in 
^ fo GENERAL and large a fenfe, as evidently 
" la comprehend fprinkling^ if not chiefly \6 
" intend it. Sprinklings then, in the judgment 
^ of an infpired writer^ is an authentic and 

*• DIVINELY INSTITUTED MANNER of baptiz- 

« ing*.'' To this I will add, That it is with 
cmfummate prudence our opponents, while con- 
fulting the fafety and reputation of their caufe 
— the ESSENTIALITY of dipping — flightly pafs 
over, or at leaft very tenderly touch, this paf- 
fage, 

§ 21. 3. Proceed we now to a third reafon 
aflignable in favour of applying water to thefub- 
jc6i, rather than putting the fubjeS in the water ; 
viz. Becaufe this mode preferves the moil ftrik- 
ing conformity to the mode of application in 
the baptifm of the Spirit^ of which water bapw 
tifm is but the external fign. For whether wc 
confider the divine influences in a mhaculoias 
or fenaifyihg view; whether we refer to the 
mo^Q of conferring gifis or graces; it is both 
E 3 fcriptural 

* Tow6ooo*t Dipping not the only Soriptiiral and Piimitife 
manner ©f Baptizing, p. 6, 7, 8, , 
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fcriptural and rational, and fupp6rtcd by~ ««/- 
vtrfal analogy^ That matiy (if he be allowed tO 
be at all the fubjedl of fupematural influences) 
fliould be regarded as the recipient or pafliY© 
fubjeSf. . There .is no alternative. The appHca^ 
tion, if there be any at all, inuft be either from 
heaven to earth, or from earth to heaven^ 
But the new birth is from above (atft/Osy)* the 
gift of the Spirit was poured out ^n the Gen- 
tiles s the difciples were endued with divine 
ipovftr fropt on high (si vj/*??). ," As tiae ^ppfUe 
" Peter fays, that the Gentiles were iaptiz^d 
/' when the Holy Ghoft fe/J on them; fo, we 
" alTert, that water poured put or falUng upon 
** the pejrfpn to be baptizpd, cpaflitutes a i^eal 
" baptiilfn j and th^t t|ie t^mfis therefore a4mit 
*' a fynpnyipoiis analogy: And ^he ^kipe mp^e 
" of analogical rcafpnitig \vp a^ppt, from the 
** words of the prophet Joel - ii. 5^8, .quQjted by 
*' Peter in A6ts ii, and compared with verCc 3} 
** of that chapter. The Lord promifes by l5ie 
*' prophet that he would " pour out his Spirit 
*^ on all flefli/' The fulfilment of this {M-qmiTp 

* *< is attefted by the apojtle ; who ufes the very 
.*^ fame word, to exprefs the baptifm of the dif- 
" ciples on the day of pentccoft. If ever th^e- 
-*' fore the force of analogical argument be al- 
5* lovi^ed, -furely it ought in the prefent flriking 

• >* inftance. And if it be admitted, then the 
^•* -following arguipent, in favour of baptizing 
^ by effufion of water is irrefragable, viz. If ac- 
** cording to the correfpondent teftimonies of 

'' Joe!, 
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" Joel and Peter, the apoftks were baptized by 
** the pouring wrf of the Spirit; then perfons 
^ may, with fcriptviral propriety, be baptized 
^ by tlie pouring mt of .water +•" 

Ok the other band: tho' we allow immer- 
fion to be a mode of baptizing, yet w^ affert 
that in this very important particular it has no 
coux^tenance from the principal thing fignified. 
The principal thing fignified in baptifm, as be* 
iost fhewn (chap, ii.) i& die communicated in- 
fluence of the Spirit of grace; but the mode 
of immerfion is a very inadequate and unfuit- 
able reprefentation thereof. Again ; if we make 
dii^iing any thing elie than a mode of ceremo- 
nial cleanfing, that is, of baptifm, and main* 
tain, as our exponents do, that the very ejffince 
of the rite coniifts in the a^ of dippings we 
neceiTarily deprive the baptifmal element of every 
degree of analogical fi^iification. For on 4liat 
fuppofition, what muft the watery element £gni- 
fy ? If the nature of the ordinance be a burial, 
Ae water reprefents ^* the h^aiit ^of the 
XARTH ;'*'— the dull ,grave. Hene is, then, no- 
thing left to jreprefent the communication of in^ 
fluences^ or the application of grace to the perfon. 
Here is no analogical reference to, the blood 
and merits of thrift. But can any on^ who 
is in the leaft acquainted with the language of 
infpiration, hefitate a moment to determine 
whether the water does not m(»re fitly an4 
fcripturally rq)refent the blood anb Spirit 
E 4 of 

f Mr, Dx CovtCY'i Rejoinil, p, 147* 
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of Ghrift, than his grave? And if theySr- 
mer^ we appeal to every principle of fcripture 
analogy and common fenfe, as well as to the- 
nature and defign of this ordinance, Whether 
that mode of applying the fignificant purifying 
element for which 1 contend be not the mojt 
exprejjive? But if any objedt, that firinkling> 
or pouringy or any mode of applying water to 
only z.part of the body is an infufEcient em- 
blem of a complete purification '^ he would only 
cavil againft divine appointments, being wife a* 
bove what is written. For the blood of Chriil 
fprinkled on the heart reprefents a complete puri^ 
fication. And both men and things have been 
pronounced ceremonially clean when oviy fprini- 
led; and this very mode was inftituted by wif- 
dom itfelf to reprefent moral purificfition. 

The trite and frivolous otged^ion, " That 
there was no rite under the Mofaic oeconomy 
which enjoined the fprinkling of pure water^* 
hardly deferves an anfwer. For we have no 
difpute about the nature of the element; this 
the records of the New Teftament fix without 
controverfy: our analogical allufion, therefore, is 
not to the purifying liquid^ whether water pure 
or mixed, or hhod^ or oil*^ &c. but to the 

mode 

• C!irift*« being baptized with tuater, reprefented his being 
baptised with the Spirit, in an extraordinary manner j which took 
place when the heavens were opened unto John, '* and he faw 
** the Spirit of God dtfcetuHf^ like a dove, and lighting ufon 
•• Jefui.** And this baptifin tS the Spirit is likewife called his 

ANOIMTIVO 
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Ch. 4. r^mx Baptih: ^ ^ ^ 

, ' ... ^ ^t this uniforniily 

mode of appltcatton. To Wh^ ^^ j^ ^ 3 

** the Meffiah] will I sprinkle^n^jjt^ « ^ 
** TER upon you, and ye (hall be cl^J^i^^ ^^ 
^* ^// your filthinefs, and from all yo^^y the 
" will I CLEANSE you." N^ 

§ 22. 4* There is .. no paflage in the Nei;^^ 
Teftament, I will not fay that confines the mode 
of purifying to immerfion, but from which it 
can be fairly deduced (cat. par.) that immer* 
iion was at all ufed. In addition to what has 
been faid already, I would only obferve; That 
if any paflage in the New Teftament gh^es 
countenance to th6 notion, that dipping was 
the apoftolic praftice, it is Rom, iv. 4, (to 
which is added Col. ii. 12.) 

Now to fuppofe that the' apoftle alludes to 
the manner of difpenfing the ordinance, is to 
enervate his argument, and in facS to make it 
no argument at all. For how could the cir- 
cumftance of their being plunged^ oblige them 
to a holy life^ which is the fcope of the paf- 
fage? Or how can a fuppofed tranfient con- 
formity to the pofition of our Lord's body 
in the grave, or, indeed, any other corporal 
pofture, oblige to mortify fin and cultivate ho- 
E 5 linefs ? 

AKoxNTMfCy Pf. itv, 7. ** God, thy God, hath AKoxnTfft' 
•* thee with the oit tf gla^nefi above thy fellows," And thia , 
anointing was done by poubing the oil, Exod* xxix* 7. '' Thta 
&7]x thou tak« the anointing oil and rovK k u^n hit bui^ and 
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iinefs?— If i^ be feid, that the puttirig of the 
^pdy in water, in conformity to the putting of 
Chi:ift'.s body in the caye, obliges in virtue of a 
(^yii^e appoitttrpcnt ; it is but meanly to beg 
th)e qucfUon. We depy that there i^ any evi- 
dence for fuch an appofntpaei^t, in pfeferencc^ 
|0 ev^iy qt|ier mqde of application. Our op- 
ponents niuft make tliie appftle ar^gup to this 
jefFeft: ^' Ypur b^dies^ Jjrcthrep^ in baptifi^ 
muft ^ve been in the fame pofture as dke 
})ody of Chrift in jthe jgrave, therefore let yoiv 
old m^n l?e buried ; for this has put you iindcr 
a ftrong i/kligation ib to d9." Bow trifling the 
jfuppofition 1 

Again: The true anti the/is pi the paffage is 
dcftroyed by the other intcrpiietation. That,, 
Jjeing buried with him^ we may ^alk in n^- 
nefs of lif^ as Chrift was buried and raifed up' 
by the glory of the • Father. Now ** to walk 
in newnefs of life" is a moral concern, anfwer- 
Xxjig to the refurre£lion and afcenfion c£ Chrift ; 
confequently, if there be any propriety in 
the ai>tithefis, *' to be buried with Chrift in 
l^aptifm" fnyft be a moral concern, anfwering 
to the death and burial of Chrift. Here are^ 
two things alluded to^ which are both alike 
external circumftances pf our Lord's Perfon; 
with what propriety, therefore^ nluft the allufion 
in the ^poftoJick* argument be different ? Why 
ib9uld his rying xtpti^X a fpirituat newiiefe 
of ^} but his- burial represent a ce^oral pof«. 
ture in the water? 

B£8ID£S; 
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Besides: if there be iK>t this uniformity 
mflttotatned, iheire ts no €(mipleatnef8 in the apo- 
file's argument, but it is evidently defe6tive on 
this account; That we are mt 9bUg4d ^ to 
aewxiefe <tf life" la virtue of union to the rifiu 
Sjfiviour^ bi|t in yirtUe of conformity to the 
iuried Surety. Now who does not fee the de« 
&& and faring imprc^ety of fuch an argu* 
ment? For, on the fuppofition, plunging is 
tKclufivtly the k\a* of bapti(m; the r^ifing of 
the body being an adtion of a c^wtr^ry nature. 
For baptifm muft figpiify either dipping emd 
ra^ng again^ or it muft (ignify dipping fokly 
and exclu&vely. If the former^ the main part 
of "the cpntroverfy is given vp» for then f^iei^u 
is not fynonymous with dippings pi^ngiffgy ^- 
miffing^ or die like: if the UxtUr^ then accor* 
ding to Mr. B/« «xdading maxim, the fub- 
jeft dipped fliould not be raifid\ for the term 
fignifies neither more nor left than u dip^ and 
^ pofitive laws exclude their negative i'^ nor 
fliould we in any part of a pofitive inftituic 
venture ^^ fupra Jiai^OumJ'* 

MoRBovBR : if the didbtes <^ the law of 
nature be excluded from this ordinance and if 
bsq;>tifin be noUiing aiore nor left than {dung- 
ing i^ziffg tmR^ be in many cafes tanta** 
mount to drowmng! However our c^poftn 
affed to difeard inference and analogy frooi 
poi^ive in^tutions> js it no( well^ r^er» ^• 
numb€rs> that the boptieer adheres in pr^am 

£ 6 to 
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to what he renounces in fpeculation ? Is not 
this the reafon perhaps that you, if you have 
been plunged in baptifm, fee the light of day, 
and enjoy the bleffings of protra<^ed life? For 
your baptizer> on his own principles^ might have 
fafcly left you in the^ watery grave, and thus 
juftify his proceeding: '* I am certain that to 
** baptize is to dip all over in water, but am 
** not fure that it ever (ignifies to raife up j it 
** is therefore better to keep to the furcr fide, 
*' left I fliould be guilty of will worfliip, or 
*^ be wife above what is written, Befides, the 
** apoftle exprefsly declares we arc ** buried 
" into death^* furely he cannot be guilty of abu- 
^' fing language, and infulting logick, in fuch a 
^ manner, when fpeaking of death and burial 
" in the fame fentence, as ta refer the tcnn 
"death" to xht foul^ but the term *' buried'* 
** to the body. Therefore, if the burial be lite-- 
" ralj why not the dbath ?" 

Once more : the being buried into death, 
and planted in the likenefs of his death; are 
oppofed to walking in newnefs of life^ and ^^- 
ing in the likenefs of his refurre^ion : and they 
are not only oppofed, but confequentiaDy con^ 
nested^ If we have been pianted^ we shall 
"BE raifid. That is, on plunging princif^les, if 
we have been immerfed^ we fljall be raifed in 
newnefs of life; in the likenefe of Chrift^s re- 
^furreftion. And fo this interpretation brings us 
at length to the Popilh tenet— That facraments 

have 
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have a iaving influence, ex opere operato^ from 
bare performance I But how different frooir 
the apoftle's real defign, which was to urge 
the mortificatioii and burial of fin from the 
do<^ne of myftical union to Chrift and com- 
munion with him; which union, in its moft 
general and extenfiye nature, is rqprcfentcd in 
baptifm? Now this union extends to bis i»- 
carnationyl^e^ crmeifixion^ &c. as well as to his 
death and burial, refurredion and afcenfion ; 
but the reafon why the apoftle inftances the 
latter was, not that baptifm did not exhibit the 
9tber pari of the Surety's undertaking, an union 
to which is equally the believer's privilege, but 
becaufe the renunciation of fin and the profe- 
cution> of holinefs, rcprefented in that connexion 
and firm ef fpeechj better fuWcrvcd the moral 
purpofes be bad in view*. 

• Tboft Dr. OwiN^ofi tWl Aibje^jt^who was * no fuferjeial 
eipofitor of the iacred oracles on other fubje^ls: " The apo/Ua 
** Rom* Tu 3, 4^ 5« it dehortiog from £0, exhorting to holincie 
*' and hew obedieoe^ and ^vet thit argament from thsneceiCt); 
«* of it> and our ability for it, both . taken from our initiation 
*< into the virtue of^the death and life of Chrift expreiled in 
** our baptiim j that by virtue of the death and burial of Chrift 
** we ihould be dead unto fin> fin being flain thereby ; and by 
«< virtue of the refurrcAion of Chrift, we ihould be quickened 
.** unto newnels of life, at Peter dedares, i pet, iii. 21 • Our 
'* being luritJ with him, and our being planted together Sn the 
'* likeneiSr' of his death, and llkenefi of his refurre^ion,. is the 
** fame with 4«r viH man being crucifid with bim, ver. 6. and 
<< the deft^ying of the body of fin,^ and our being rajfed fr^^ 
** the dead with him ^ which is all that is intended in the 
*• place.— There it not one word, nor one expreffion, that fliin- 
" tions amy refemblancc between dipping under water, and the 

« death 
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§ a3. (Ill) We now proceed to iiwpiire wfc&- 
th«r the verdi^): of vevy emiaent literary cha« 
radios does not corroborate the doSrine con* 
tained in our general th^, viz. That iaptisu 
tndiaptifinj at leaft when facramentally ufi(d» 
are gemric terms. 

I. WiTsiw: 

'< death and bnrial of Chrlftj, nor one word that mentions ji fe* 

4« iemhlanctt hecwecn tmt xifing out of the .w»ter a^ tiie le- 

« furre£lk>n of Chrift. Our being batied lYifh him by hAP* 

«« tifm into death, ver. 4. k our being planted together in tir 

«< likenefs of his death, ver. 5* Our bciqg planted together iQ 

< ** tiie likenefs of his death, is not our being dipped under watery, 

<< but the crucifying ^f the old man, v«r. .6. Our being raiM 

i* up with ChrlA from the dead, is not our rifipg ftQtn iind^r 

« the water, bujt oar walking in newnefs of li/l^ ver. 4. by vir-^ 

« tue of the refurre£tion of Chrift. i Pet« iii. ai.— Tliat bap- 

« tifin if not a £gn of the deatib, bui^al* and reihrreAioa of 

^ C|ir^ |8 clear iwiti hence; btcaufe an ii^tutfd fign is a £igii 

•* of the gojftl p*i^ participaUd^ ot to he participated* J£ dip* 

-** ping be a fign of the burial of Chrii^, it is not a iign of a 

«< go^l grace participated; for it may be where there is |K)oe^ 

•' ncx any exhibited.**— ^gain s ** That interpr^ution which would 

— ennervate the apoftIe*s argument and defign, our comfort an4 

«« daty» is not to be admitted. But this interpretatioh that bap- 

«f tifm is mentioned here as the lign of Chrift*s burial, would 

M enncnrate the apoftle*s argjumciit and defign, our conUbrt and 

** duty. And therefore it is j)ot to be admitted.. The punor it 

*< thus proved I the argument and defign of the 4pofile, as w«i 

^ before - declared, is to exhort and encourage unto mortificatioa 

^ of fin apd new obedience, by virtue of power received from 

•* the death and life of Chiift, wheneof a phdge it given ui i» 

« our baptifiu. But thi.s is taken away by this interprstatign^ 

• ** for we may be (o bori^ with Chiift, and planted into the 

1g£ death of Clirift by dippii^ and yet have no power derived 

^Vfrom Chrift for the crucifying of fin, and for the quickemqg 

«« of us to obedience^** Dr. Owbn^s TraA, on Ia£ui£ 6^ti4> 

aad I>ipping. Ap» Collet of SenB« f« 581* 
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I. WiTsius: ^Th^lkcrcd rite confifts, j. In 
the applicatim (f th$ wattr to the body of tbp^ 
pedbn to be baptize^* a* In pronounciqg $i 
f^ain form of 3^prd?***-We are jyjt to jRip- 
pole th^it immer^oq \% fi> netjeiTary to b^tifnv 
gs .thgt k caijijot J?e ^^^ p^formed hf p^rfur 
^n cnr a^erfion. Fpr ]:u>tjb ppqruig and ^'nn}^- 
^ng are defirifibk^ ^nd tho' yre could find pqt 
for certain tl^t the ^poilks dippe^d, it does not 
theiw:e follow xM^t they ^^^Tyx obfcrwd this 
method. It liS ;ndr^ ^r^bablfy that the throe 
Aoufe^d >vho yvere bap^^edia one €l^y,.(A^ 
ii. 41 •} had the water poured or fprinkled on 
thjem, tlian that they ^ere dipped. For it is 
l^ot %ely that mi^n fo much employed ift 
prcachic^ the ,wqrd ^ the apoftles ivere, could 
Jliaye ji^fiire for fo tediious and troi^bldToq:^ ^ 
jyprk gs the iipmeirfion of fo m^ny thou&nds. 
Nor is it proh^h^ that Cornelius^ ^d Lydia> 
aood the Jailor, who> with ^beir families, weipe 
baptized in priv^fe houi^, had baptUleries at 
hand, in wt^h th^y could be totally immer- 
led. Vossius (Difpvt. i. De Baptif. Th. ix.) 
produces inJUtnces <^ perfuiion from antiquity* 
rri3»Afi»i'-Ti3 more generally y^ed for ai^ kp^ 
of ^blmioni as Lul;:e xi« 3$. Dominicus ^ 
SOTO, tbere&Hre, (Diffa^. iii. Queft. un. Art* 
7.) feys well: In hftptifm there is. fomething tha^ 
concerns the essence ^^ ity as ABtUTipN, ac^ 
Hvding to £f^. y. 26. wbers the ap^le 0llf 
BAPTISM the WASHING Of WATEJi: but fitne^ 

things 
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thing is ACCIDENT At, to wtij that the ablution 
be done BY this or T^K other mode/* 
CEcon, Feed. L, iv. Cap. xvi. "§ 12, 14. 

2. Calvxn : " Whether he who is baptized 
(qui tlnglturj\ be dipt, and that thrice or once, or 
whether he be only fprlnkled with water poured 
on him, // matters not In the leaji. — Then the 
rainifter pours (effundtt) water on the child, 
feying, N. I bapti%e thee, &c." Inftitut. Chrift. 
IRelig. L. iv. Cap. xv. § 19. Tra6t. Theol. 
De Form. Sacram. Adminift. in ufum Eccles. 
Genev. Oper. Tom. yiii. p; 34. Ed. Amftek 
1667. 

3, Limborch: " It may here be afked,, whe- 
ther immeriion be fo neceffary, as that there is 
no baptifm without it? Anfw. It does not fcem 
to be fo neceflkry. — Baptifm is duly admlnjfiered 
by fprlnkKng only. — There are not wanting ar^ 
guments to prove that baptifm was, even in the 
firft ages of chriffianity, adminiftered by fprinfc- 
Kng. For, as fome argue, 'tis not at all un- 
likely l^ut that among the three thoufand con- 
verted and baptized, AcSs ii. 41. there were 
Ibme wom€n; and the promifcuous dipping of 
them into water with the men would have been 
againft the rules of decency and modefly: 
therefore, it is more pnbabUi that they were 
baptized by fprinkllng or pouring on of water5 
rign that they were immerfed or dipped into 
iP Befides, fey they, 'tis incredible^ that there 
(hould be in Jerufalem> efpecially in the plact 
where Peter preached, fuch a quantity of water 

at 
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at hand, as was fufficient for the immerfing of 
(o great a number of converts* Let this be as 
it will, baptifin we fay is duty administer- 
ed BY SPRINKLING Only," Compleat Syft. 
of Div. B, V. chap. xxii. Se£l. ii, Mr. Jones's 
Tranflation, 

4. TuRRETTiNUs: ** The term iaptifm is 
"of greek origin, deduced from the word i^aVI^^, 
which is to tinge and imbue ; ^«vl*f(*r, to dye^ 
and /^ immerfe.'^Bxxi becaufe almoft every thing 
is wont to be dipped and tinged^ that it may be 
WASHED, and they who are imtnerfed are wont 
to be cleanfedy hence it comes to pafs, that, as 
among the Hebrews tabal^ which the feventy 
tranflate baptize 2 Kings v. 14. is alfo taken 
for racbatzy which is to wajh : fo among the 
Greeks the word /?««r1t{f»» by a metalepfis, is 
taken for the fame [to wajh]^ Mark vii. 4. ff^en 
the jews come from the mariitj they eat not, 
except they wajh^ tu» f^n j9»?rl»f*>»1«i' Nor ought 
we otherwife to undcrftand the baptifms of cups, 
of pots, and o*f beds, in ufe among the Jews. 
And the divers baptifms -enjoined upon them, 
Heb. ix.^io. and the fuperftitious wajhings re- 
ceived from the tradition of the elders, Mark 
vii. 4, 5. Hence the Pharifces on that account 
are called by Justin, baptijls,'' Inftit. Theol. 
Loc. xix. Quoeft. xi. § 4. 

§ 24. 5. Dr. Owen : " ga^vli^a fignifies to waJh i 
as inftances out of all authors may he given ^ 
SuiDAS, Hesychius, Julius Pollux, Pha- 
yoRiNUs, and Eustachius. — No one inftancc , 

cau 
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can be given in the fcripture^ wherein ^sufiHin 
doth necejfarily fignify either to dip or plijpge» 
/?«Tli$v may be cxMifidered cither as to its ori- 
ginal, natural fenfe \ or ^ to its myjlical ufe in 
the ordinance. This di/iin^n muft be ob* 
fervcd concerning many other wcurds in the 
New Teftament, as enx^^vitna, ;(;i»po?owie» and others^ 
which have a pecuiiar fenfe in their myftical ufe* 
— Whwefore in this fenfe, as the word is ap.- 
plied unto the ordinance^ the fenfe of [the cf- 
fcntiality of] dipping is utterly exdudcd. And 
tho' as a mere external mode it 0)ay be ufed,, 
provided the |)erfon dipped be naked; yet ta 
urge it a& neceffar^y overthrows the nature of 
the lacrament,-<-For the original and natural 
ftgnification of it, it fignifies to dip^ to ^ungty 
to rf/V, to wajh^ to cleanfe. — I *have not all thofe 
{authors] quoted to tlw ccwttrary. in the quo- 
tations of them whom I hav«, if it be intend- 
ed, that they fay, it fignifies to dip and nQt ta 
wa(h, or to dip only, there is neither triH^ 
nor honefly in them by whom tl;^y are quoted. 
Scapula is one, a common book; and lie 
gives it the fenfe of lavo^ abluo\ to w^, 
and wajh away, Stephanus is another, and 
he exprefsly in fundry places affigns lavo and 
MuQ to be alfo the fenfe of it. In Suidas,^ 
the great treafury of the greek tongue, it is 
rendered by madefacio^ lavo,, ahluo^ purgOy mundo. 
—I muft fay, and will make it good, that na 
honeft man who underftands the greek tongue, 
' can 
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tan deny the word to fignify to wafl)^ as well 
as to dip.** Compleat Collet, of Scrm. and 
Trafts, p. 580, 38 1 • 

6. Lightfoot: « The application of water 
is neceflary for the ejfence of baptifm j but the 
application in- this or that mode indicates a cir* 
cumflarue.^To denote this ablution by a fa- 
cramental fign, the fprinkling of water is equally 
fufficient as immerfion into water^ fince the for-- 
fher in reality argues an ablution and purifica- 
tion AS WELL AS the latter** Hor. Hebr. in 
•Matth. iii. 6. 

7. Vossius: ^^ But from the other import^ 
thereby jS«T7»fii» fignifies ahluere f to wajh^ or />«- 
^j^3> i^ is transferred to the gift of the Holy 
Spirit; that is to (ay, becaufe, that He might 
wajh [or purify] the foul, He is poured out on 
it, as water is poured ; even as Joel fpeaks, chap* 
ii. 28. and from thence Peter, Afts ii. 17. 
likewife Paul, Tit. iii. 6.*^ De Baptif. Difput- 

I. p. 344* 

8. BEZ.A : « The reality of baptifm^ is the 
Jprinkling of the -blood of Jefus Ghrift for the re- 
tniffion erf fins and the imputation of his righ- 
teoufiiefs, which are as it were diiplayed before 
our eyes iii the fign of outward fprinkling. '-^Ar^ 
they therefore improperly baptized, who are 
fprinkled with water only caft on them ? No i. 
What is in that s^ion fof baptizing] merely 
fubjiantial^ [or ftriilly eflential,] to wit, the ab- 
lution of water^ is rightly obferved by the church 
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£by 'fprinkling]. — But 0av%^M fignifics tingerey 
to dycy ox Jlaln^ feeing it comes immediately from 
fiecTfitu,', and— fince tingenda the things to be dyed 
or ffalned zre [commonly} dipped — it fignifies to 
ma^e wet and to ///^.— Ba«rlMrovIa», Vulg, hap-- 
ilzentur; which Erasmus liath defervedly chang- 
ed for loti fuerint : fmce here it is not treated 
concerning that folemn ablution, to which, as 
before mentioned, the term baptifmus^ baptifm, 
has been long appropriated and confecrated^ by 
the ufage of all churches." Traft. Theolog. 
Vol. i, p. 28. Vol. iii. p. 195^ Annot. ia 
Matth. iii. 11. et Mark vii. 4. 

9. TiLENUs : " Altho' immerfion might have 
been formerly more cullamary than afperfioii, 
cfpecially in Judea and other warm countries ; 
yet fince the circum/hnce of irtimerfibn does not 
belong to the fubfiance of baptifm, the analog 
of the facrament may be retained, no hfs .by 
fprinkling than by dipping. — Here, in an e/pe- 
cial manner, are exhibited to us, the rcmiifioa 
of fins by the blood of Chrift, and (andlifica- 
tion by his Spirit. — Baptifm, if we regard the 
etymology of the word, fignifies immerfion,. and 
alfo afperfion, in which fenfe it is ufed. Mark 
vii. 4; and by confequcncc wafliing, — Baptiftn 

, in general fignifies either immerfion^ oc ablu- 
tion, or perfufion.- De Bapt. Difp. L TheL 

ii. XV. Syntag. de Bapt. i.. Thef. x,. TheoL 
Syft. p, 1077. 

10. Pasor : * BfltflrU — is derived from. 0<My 

for which is ufed ^«»w, from the Hebrew ba 

[fignifying 
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[fignifying mption, going or coming] — fiuftlofjLM,' 
to dipy imbuey infeSf ; Rev, xix. 3. a garment 
tinged or ftained with blood. &oc(p%aoiia% tingar 
hev. xi, 32. fimfnailon «K t/'^ft>p. HiERON, tinge^ 
tur aquoy fhall be cleanfed, or purified, by wa- 
ter*. pwKlitftt to immerfey to w^, to baptize. 
Matth, iii. 11. peuifii^u vfjLxq tp tJ^oIt; baptizo vos 
aquoy I baptizQ you with water; ly, being an 
hebraifm, is Jicre redundant." Lexic. Lond.' 
1644. 

11, Casaubon : " Immerfion is not necejfary 
te baptifin, fince die force and efficacy of this 
myftery does not confifl therein.— It was not 
without fome ground of plea that fome have 
long ago infifted on immerfing the whole body 
in the ceremony of baptifm; urging the word 
pavlk^up. But their opinion has been drfervedly 
long fince exploded; for the force and energy 
of this myftery confift not in that circumftance." 
In Matth, iii. 6. 

12. Cradock: " In baptifm there are two 
parts, I, The outward, 2. The inward. In the 
outward part there are three things confiderable 
—The outward element, water \ the aSiion oi 
applying the water, by sprinkling or dip- 
ping; the farm of adminiftering or applying 
the water, yii. in the namey &cc, — Sprinkling js 
as fignificant, as to the main ends of baptifm, 
as dipping.. Therefore the blood of Chrift, 

which / 

• -See aKb Dr. PorocKr, who was not behind the chief of 
tile Rabhies in Hebrew literature^ Not« Mifcell. Cap, ix. p« 38s. 

•» 
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which is fignified by bap^tifm, is caUed the 
blood of fprinkling, Heb. xii* 24. I Pet« i. 2^« 
And fprinkling com«s nearer the baptifm men- 
tioned in the Old Teftament, than dipping doth. 
I Cor. x; 2# Surely the children of Ifrael * 
were not dipped in the cloud i but otiy fprinkied 
with it, that is, with fome drops that fell froih 
it. Nor dipped 'm tht red fea, — but only toucb* 
ed it with their feet, or elfe poflTibly fome drops 
from the waves of it might be blown by the 
wind.— Befides, [fuppofing the apoftolick' mode 
were immerfion] we do not find that oiir Sa- 
viour and the apoftles [any more than the Jews J 
continued every, circum/tance that was in ufe in 
the firft inftitution of the facrament of the pafs^' 
over. — Therefore fome circumftances may be 
varied according .to chriftian prudence^ provided 
we keep dofe to the main of the iniUtution, and 
the ends of it. To conclude this particular, bap- 

tizing is ANY KIND OF RELIGIOUS WASHING, 

or spRiwcLiNG, in the name, &c. duly per- 
formed by a perfon rightly qualified for it. — 
The inward part of baptifm, of the fpiritual 
myfteries therein fignified, are thefe two; the 
hlood of Chri/i fprinkled upon the foul for the 
wafl)ing away the guilt of fin ; the grace of Chrift 
poured into the foul, purging out the power and 
dominion of fin, by regeneration and fancSKfica- 
tion." Knowl. and Pra£l. SuppJem. p. in. 

§ ^5- 13* Usher: " The wiDrd baptifm in 
general fignifieth any wajhing. — What is the fe- 
cond facramental acSion? The ailiop of wajh^ 

ing 
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htg'y that is, of applying the (acra mental water 
unto the party to be baptized : diving or dip- 
ping him into it, or fprinkling him with it, in 
the name^ &c, — Neither dipping is ejintial to 
the facrament of baptifm, or . fprinkling ; but 
only waflung and applying water to the body, 
as a cleanfer of the filth thereof.". Body of 
Div. p. 411, 412, 413. ^ 

14. WiNDELiNus : " Baptifm is the firft 
fiicrament of the New Teftament, wherein they 
who are In the covenant of God, are— j^r/«)t- 
Isdy and' [thereby, in the religious or ceremonial 
ftnie^ of the word] wajhed. — The matter of. 
which baptifm confifts, is, i. Water \ 2. Immer* 
fan or ajperjion.^* Chrift. Theol. Lib. I. Cap. 
xxii. Thef. iv* p* 358, 363. 

15, Walrus and Michjelis a Gogh : 
** ianelu and 0x7fii^6fy ftx)m whence comes jSair- 
Imt^o?, fignify, properly, to tinge^ and to wa/h. 
—The ritual or ceremonial fign in this facra- 
ment, is a baptization or wajhing in the name 
of the Father," &c. as Chrift has exprefsly 
commanded, Matth. xxviii. and Mark xvi.— « 
But there vis m exprefs command left us, whe- 
ther we (hould ufe immerfion or afperfion; 
and examples, of afperfion no lefs than immerfion 
may be difcovered in the fcriptures." Synops, 
Purior. TheoL Difput. xliv. Thef. iii. xviii. 

i6. Chemnitz: " Paul, that infallible inter- 
preter, fays, that to baptize is to cleanfe^ or pu- 
rify, iy the wajhing of water thro' the word. 
Eph. v. Tit. iii. Afts ii. Whether the appli- 
cation 
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cation of the water be made by dippings tinging^ 
pouringy or fprinkling^ it is a baptizationj 
for it is a cleanfing or ablution by the vraihing 
of water : and immerfion under water is not nc- 
ceflarily required to wajhing. — The command 
qf Chrifl: therefore is, that there (hould be in 
baptifm an ablution by the wajhing of water. 
But by what mode that Ihould be done, whe- 
ther by dipping, tinging, perfufion, or afperfion, 
Chriji hath not prefcribed.** Exam. ConciL Tri- 
dent. P. ii. p- 122. 

17. LiTURGiA T^^iGURiNA : " The godmother 
goeth near the minH|er, and holdeth the child ' 
ovejr the font, and the minifter poureth three 
handfuls of water upon the child's forehead, 
faying; N. N. I baptize thee in the name 
of God, the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghoft. Amen." The form of Com. Prayers 
praftifed in all the churches of the City ahd 
Canton of Zurick in Switzerland ; and in fomc * 
other adjacent Countries, p. 89. Lond. 1693. r 

i8i English Kubrick : " Then the prieft 
fhall take the child into his hands, and (halt 
fay to the godfathers and godmothers, Name this 
child: and then, naming it after them, (if they 
(hall certify him that the child may well en- 
dure it) he (hall dip it in the water difcreetly 
and warily, faying, N. I baptize thee^ in the 
namej &c. But if they certify that the child 
is weak, it (hall fuffice to pour water upon it, 
faying the forefaid words, N. I baptize thee^ 
&c." The Book of Com. Prayer. 

19. Markius: 
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19. Mark I us: '' Bapttfm originally denotes 
wa/hing^ Markvii. 3, 4. as it is alfo otherwife 
called the wajhing of water, and of regeneration^ 
Eph. V. 26. Tit. iii. 5. — The chriftian bap- 
tifm of water is defined; The firft fecrament 
of the New Teftament in which, by the ^W«* 
tioh of the body, by means of immerfion, infii- 
fion, or ^fperfion of water, performed by a mi- 
nifter of the gofpel, the fpiritaal ablution [or 
wajhing^ from the 'ftain and guilt of fin by 
the fpirit and blood of 'Chrift, is fignified and 
fealed, &c.— The a^iori to be performed by 
.water is ablution -y whether by the immerfion of 
the whole body, — or by fpHnkling, or pour- 
ing s fince the word baptize is a general term 
denoting a waftiing ; and thus [by the modes • 
laft mentioned] the apoftles alfo feem to have 
fometimes baptized, -Adte ii. 41, x. 48. xVi, 33;" 
Chrift. Thcol. Medulla. Cap. xxx. § 9. 

20. PiCTETu's : *' The word baptifm is de- 
rived from .pxfflnvy which is to tinge, and to 
imbue ; and becaufe the hebrew word tabal, which 
the feventy render by jSasrii^gtv, 2 Kings v, 14. 
is ufed for rachatz, which fignities to iva/l^, 
hence iSa^tfuj is • taken for fimply towaJh,M2Lvk 
vii. 4. and from thence diverfe ivajhings arc 
mentioned by Paul, [feb. ix. 10. -^ The word 
puvlia-fjLoq does not lef? denote fprinkling than 
immerfion, — The Mufcovites err, who teach 
that immerfion is of the eflence of baptifm j 
and thofe Greeks, who, in the council of Flo- 
VoL. II. F rence. 
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rcncc, called *the Latins unhaptizedy were deli- 
rious." Theol. Chrift. Lib. xiv. Cap. iv. § 6. 

§ 26. 21. Cornelius [biftiop of Rome, 
about A. D. 254.J : " Novatian, having fallen 
into a dangerous diforder, and as was thougtit 
very like to die, was baptized in the bed where 
he lay by perfufion (^rsptx*'^**?) 5 if it may be cal- 
led a baptifm which he received, fmce he did 
' not obtain after his recovery what was necef- 
iary according to the canon, of the church, viz. 
confirmation by the bifhop^s hands." Epift. ad 
Fabium Antloch. ap. Eufeb. Lib. vi« cap^ 
xliii* 

22. Cyprian: " In baptilm (facramento falu-^ 
tart) the contagious (pots of £9 are not. wafhed 
away as the Gith of the fkin and body in z 
carnal and fecular bath; as if there were need 
of wa/b'hallsj a batbing-^vejily or a capacious pooly 
and any other conveniencies, whereby the body 
is wafhed and cleanfed. -In a different manner 
is the heart of a believer wa(hed; the human 
mindy by the merits of Chrift, is otherwife pu- 
rified. In the facraments of falvation, when 
necefllty urges, and thro' the indulgence of 
<jod, the divine abridgments [divina eompen- 
diay u e. fuch ablutions as did not remove the 
filth of the. flefli, yet were divinely inftituted 
fymbols of compleat purification ;] convey the 
whole benefit to the faithful. Nor let any one 
think it ftrange that the fick, when they are 
baptized^ are only fprinkled or perfufed^ fince the 

holy 
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holy fcripture fays by the prophet Ezekiel (ch. 
xxxvi, 25, 26.) "I Vfill fprinile clean water 
upon you, and yc (hall be clean ; from all your 
filthinc;fs, and from all your idols will I cleanji 
you, A neyv heart alfo will I give you, and 
a new fpirit will I put within you.*' It is alfo 
faid in Numbers (ch. xix. 19, 20.) &c. -^And 
again the Lord fpake to Mofes (Numb. viii. 6, 
7.) Take the Levites from among the children 
of I^el, and • cleanfe them. And thus (halt 
thou do unto them to cleanfe them ; fprinkle^ 
water of purifying upon them. And again, tlie 
water of afperjion is purification. From whence 
it appears— That fprinkling is, fufficient inftead 
of immerfion. Or if any one (hall think that 
they are not at all benefited, who are x)nly ^^- 
Jprinkled with the water of falvation \ let them not 
be impofed upon 5 and if they recover, let them 
be baptized! But if they cannot be baptized, 
as having been already fan£li(ied with the ec- 
clefiaftical baptifm^ why are they diftre(red with 
fcruples?" Epift. Ixix. p. 186, 187. Ed. Oxon. 
1682. 

23. Orig«k: '* Whence had you the per- 
fuafion [Pharifees], that Elias, when he (hould 
come, would baptize? who did not, in Ahab's 
time, -baptize the wood upon the altar, which 
required a wa(hing, in order that, on the Lord's 
appearing by fire, it might be burnt? for he 
^ives orders to the priefts to perform that,— 
He therefore who did not himfelf then baptize^ 
but affigned that work to others, [i Kings xviii. 
33. Fill four barrels of water, and pour it 
F 2 on 
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ON the burnt facrifice, and on the woodi] how 
was it likely that he, who was 4:o come .accor- 
ding to Malachi's prediftion, fhould baptize?'* 
Comment, in Joan. Open Tom, vii. p. 116. 
*Ed. 1668. 

^24. FRii>Eii. Spanhemius F. ^' The foroi 
i©f baptifm in ufe (cent, ii.) was immerfion, or 
f)e«l«^<yK) the plunging of the naked body ia 
(wa*€r, whether men, or women, or infants ; 
3and indeed thrice '^m reference to the holy 
Trinity ; a cuftom ftill in ufe among tlie ori- 
entals. Due regard was had for female modeOy 
4n foaptifm, by the appointed deacone(&s. And 
the v&ty putting off their clothes, and naked- 
nefs, had, with them, a moral fignification. 
■Nevtrthelefe, the infirm, or fuch as were con- 
Ifined to their beds, were iprinlded there 3 which 
jfeaptifm was ttrmod vi^x^a-u;, ferfuftm. :And 
this, it ihonld feem, was ufed in the church of 
Jerufalem, when the multitude of the perfons to 
'be baptized amounted to three thaufand^ and 
•prefentiy * after to five thsufanJ^ A&s ii. iv. for 
ther^ was no river to put them in.*' Hiftor. 
Chrift. Seed. II. Seft. iv. De Bapt. Oper. -p. 
'622/ Ed. L\igd. 1701. 

§ 27. 25. Mr. John Wesley: " The »wf- 
ter of this facrament is water; whioh as it- has 
-a natural power of cleanfing, is the more fit 
for this fymbolical 4ife. Baptifm is performed 
by wafhing, dipping, or fprmkling, the perfon, 
in the name, &c. T fay, by wajhing^ dippings 
OK fpriniling ', hecaufe it is net determined Ux 

fcripture, . 
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feripture^ , in which of thefe ways it (hall be 
don^. neither by any exprefs precepty npr by 
any fuch example as clearly prove$ itj nor by 
the force and meaning of the word baptize* 
That there is no expiJefs precept^ all caUn men 
allow : neither is there any condufive eoiomple* 
John's baptifin in fome things agreed with 
Chrift's, in others diflfers from it. But it. can- 
not be CKtainly proved from fcripture, that even 
John's was performed by dipping,— Nor can 
it be proved, tliat the bapitiiin of our Saviour, 
CM* that adminiftered by his dUciples, was by.im- 
Tperfion: no^ nor that of the Eunuph baptized 
by Philip, tho' they both " went down into 
the water ;" for that gming down may relate to 
the chariot, and implies no determinate depth 
of water: it m%ht be up to their knees, or^ 
not be above their ancles. And as nothiag caa 
he determitted from fcripture precept or exam^ 
pie, fo neither from tlie force or meaning of 
the word : for the words baptize and baptijm do 
not neceflarily imply dipping, but are ufed in 
other fenfes in feveral places. — ^That wafliing 
or cleonfing — is the true meaning of the word 
^ptixe, is teftified by the greated fcholars and 
moft proper judges in this matter." WorkSj^ 
Vol. xix. p. 275. 

26. J. Forbes I us: " With refpe<ft ta the 
faerament of baptifm, by whatever mode it be 
adminiftered, both ilie ancient fathers, and thofe- 
who fucceeded them, agreed that it is not n^ef. 
fery there (hould be a real ablution of the filth 
F 3 of 
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of the flejh 5 but what is commonly called a 
^ajhing^ by. the contadk or application of water 
to the body by another, who is a qualified 
minifterj and that by this application lawfully 
made^ is reprefented the fpiritual conta£b or ap- 
plication of the blood of Chrift to the bapyzed 
fubjeftj by which fpiritual contadt or appli- 
cation a perfon is truly waflied and cleanfed 
from his fins. Hence that faying of Austin : 
** Whence has water fuch virtue, that it (hould 
iouch the body, and wajh the heart ? " (Tra£l. 
bcxx. in Evang. Johan.) " Nor is it neceffary 
(faith ScoTUs) that there (hould be an ablution^ 
as that is contradiftinguifhed from ^nvajbing^ and 
includes the removal of filth from the body 
by the contagion of water : but a wajblng of the 
body, fa called in general^ by water afting 
wpon it to another purpofe, is fufficientj which 
implies fnothing elfe but that it is^j^peceflary a 
contagion of the body by means of water (hould 
be effedled by another caufing that contaft/* 
(Scot, in iv. Sent. Dift. iii. Q: 3.) But um^ 
verfal a?;tiquity hath given its fuftrage, that this 
contad may be done cither by immerfion or 
by JfrinkHng. But the dipping even of kifants^ 
was more ufual down to the times of Gre- 
gory and Isidore/* Inflru<9:. Hift. Theol. 
Lib. X. Cap. ix. % 57. p. 504. Gen. 1680. 

27. Dr. Featly : " ^avlifw— is put gene- 
rally for wajhingy Luke xi^ 38. Heb. ix, 10. 
Mark vii* 4. /Sa^rltfw/lai, tliey baptized themfelves.' 

* Chiift 
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Chrift no where requireth dipping but only 
baptizing: which word (as He sych I us, Sca- 
pula, and BuDRUs, the great matters of the 
greek tongue, make good by very many inftan- 
ces and allegations out of claffic writers) im- 
porteth no more than ablution^ or wajhing. 
"Befirli^u (fay they in their lexicons and commen- 
taries) lavo ; 0»'7flKr[Aa, lavatioj ablutio^ which may 
be done without dipping.'* In Leigh's Crit. 
Sacra. ^ - 

28. Peter Martyr: " But this pur if cationy 
whether we are dipped, or perfufed, or fprinkled, 
or by whatever mode we are wafhed witli water, 
is very appofitely reprefented in baptifnfj/* In 
I Cor. X. 

29. Zanchius: *' Baptifm is the wajhing of 
water by the word, in the name of the Father^ 
&c. for thus the apoftle fpeaks when he .calls 
it " the waOiing of water by the word : " fay- 
ing, that the church is fanSified by Chrift, 
and purifedy or cleanfed, with the wafliing o^ 
water by the word (Eph. v. 26.). The matter • 
is water 5 the form is the word : and the word 
added to the element makes the facrament, — 
Wherefore the apoille joins both, the water and 
the word. Nor does he fay fimply with water, , 
but with the wajhing ^of water : teaching us, that 
the mere water is not the facrament of bap- 
tifm ; but the adminiftration of water \ that is, 
that facred a(5Uon whereby the body is waflied 
with external water. -^ In what manner baptifm 
is. to be. adminiftered, whether the perfons 

, F 4 (hould 
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ihbuld be dipped in tuater^ or orriy their heads 
fprinkted liAth watery Chrift hath ' no where de- 
tcihnincd, — This word* fignfifies as well ta^/«^^^ 
and fimply to «;<#, as to dip. — =— In A6ls ii. 
fince* we read of three thowfend being baptized 
by Peter, it* feems probable, that their heads 
were fprirdled with a little wtiter. The apoftles, 
as far as we can colleft from their writings, 
had no certain (v4fa) woSth or receptacles in* 
ftituted -and determined for that purpofe : but 
the churches had free permijjion to bapti:ie ' by 
what method they chofe- Neverthelefs, after^ 
wards, there were in the church velfels ap- 
pointedy made in the form of a tomb in which 
infants* were immerfed ; and hence they were 
called bapti/leries.'^ And ^viltho' baptifm be re- 
ceived by thofe of the church of Rome, it 
ought' ndt to be repeated-, bedaufe it is admi- 
niffefed with the true etetnefrt, ^tid in thename-of 
the F^thcrj Son, and Hbly Spirit." ©per* 
Tom. iv. Cap. xvi. De Cultu Dei»Exter. Ar- 
tib. Dc Bapt. p. 440', 486, 493; Tom* vii. 
Mifcd. p. 86. 

3b; Par^eus: *^ Baptifrti amdng the Greeks li 
arty kirtd of wafhirfg or abluti<3rn5 whether' it be b)r> 
immcrfion' or afperfion.*' In Heb. ix. 10- 

'31. MusCULUs: " As to* the iminerfiori* of 
the infant to be bapti^^ed, we judge that this- 
is' not' fo neceflary, as that the churches^ were 
not' free to baptize' either by^ dipping' dr fprinfc- 
liAg. That this liberty was' preferved in th«^ 
chWche^ we may fee in Atjgustin (De Be-- 

clef. 
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clef, Dtogmat. Cap. Ixxiv.) « The perfon to be 
baptized- (faith AuGUSTiN)«^is dxher Jpriniled 
with water, or iiipped in it. Aad Cyprian* 
(Lib. iv. Epjft. vii. ad Magnum) defends the 
ufe of fprinkling in baptifm." Loci Connn. dc 
Bapt. 

§ 28*. 3a. Ursikus: " The word haptifin 
figriifieth a dipping in water, or fprinkling with 
water. Thofe of the eq/l church were dipped 
their whole body in the water ; thofe of the 
northy in colder countries, are only fprinkl^ with 
water. This cir'cumftance is of no moment or 
weight. Foi: washing may b^ either by dipping 
or fprinkling ; and baptifm is a wajhing. The 
Catechifm definition is j " Baptifm is an out- 
ward wafliing with water, commarwled by Chrifi^ 
Ut. " Sum of Chrift. Relig. Tranflated by 
PARRifi. Part. ii. Q. 69. p. 695-. 

33; Dr. Watts ; *' The greek' word^ haf^ . 
ti%o fignifles to wafli' any thing, properly by 
water coming over it. Now there are fcveral 
ways of fuch walhing, viz. fprinkling water 01^ 
it in fmall quantity, pouring water on it id 
larger quantity, or dipping it under water, ei* 
ther in part or in whole. And fince this- feetM 
to be left undetermined in Jcripture to one partis 
cular mode^ therefore any of thefc ways of wafll- 
ibg. naay be flifficient to anfwer the purpofe- of 
this ordinance. Now that the greek word fig- 
nifies wajhing a thing in general by water com« ^ 
iiig ovef it, and not always dipping, is argued 
by learned men, not only from:antietit^rtf#* 
authors, but from the New Teftament itfel^ 

F 5 &ct 
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&c." Berry* ftreet Sermons. Scr. xxxviL Vcrf. 
11. p. 156. Ed. 1757. Alfo his Works, Vd. 1. 
p. 820. ^ • ^ 

34. Lactantius: " When Jcfus was grpw^ 
up, he v(as baptized (tinSius ijl) by the pro- 
phet John in the river Jordan j not that he 
might wa(h away his own fins by the Qwritual 
laver, for. he hadxnone; but for an external 
purification: that as he had faved the Jews bj 
circumcifion, fo alfo he might fave the gentiles 
by baptifnij that is, (purifici rorii perfujiane) by 
the perfufton of the purifying water.** Divin. la- 
ftit. Lib. iv. § 15. p^ 354% 3^5* Ed. Oxon. 1684. 

35. Perkins.: " Baptifm is a facrament, by 
which, fuch as are within the covenant are wajh^ 
id with watery in the name of the Father, &Ci 
Matth. xxviii. 19. " Go^ teach all nations,. 
baptizing them.."— Touching the nanUy it is. 
taken fix Yfzys. Firft, it fignifies the fuperfti- 
tious wafhings of the Pharifees, who bound 
tl^mfelves to the baptifms or wajbings of cups, 
and ppts, Mark yii. 4, Secondly, it fignifies^ 
the waJbiMgi appointed by God in the ceremo- 
nial law, Heb. ix. 10. Thirdly, it fignifies that 
majhing by wflter which ferves to feal the co- 
venant of the New Teftamenty Matth. xxviii. 
19.. Fourthly, it fignifies by a metaphor, any 
grievous crofs or calamity. Thus, the pajfwn of 
Chrift is called his^^^/j/^,, Luke xii. 50. Fifth- 
ly, it fignifies -the bejiowing of extraordinary gifts, 
of the Holy Ghoft, and that by impofition of 
bands of the apoilles> A^. i. 5* and xu 16. 

Laftty^ 
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Laftl}% it fignifies the whole ecclefiaftkal minify 

fry— A<9:s xviii. 2$,- And it muft be re-. 

iQetnbered that baptizing fignifies not only that 
waihing which is by diving of the body, but 
alfo that which is by ^r/W/i»^. — Many of our 
anccftors heretofore have been baptized by Ma£s«- 
pjieib, and never received any baptifm but in 
the church of Rome: Now the demand i$. 
Whether that baptifm were fuflScient or no f 
and whether they muft be re- baptized? I an* 
fwer thus: l^he Romifh pricft is no minifter of 
-God and Chrift, but of antichrift, in that he 
offers Chrift a real facrifice for the quick and 
the dead, wherein chiefly ftands his oflSce: yet 
becaufe he hath been and is defigned by men 
to baptize, and ftands in the room of a law- 
ful minifter, his aSfion is not void. For tho' 
he be not a minifter lawfully called to baptize,, 
yet is he not a mere private man ^ but he ir 
between both, that is, one called, tlio' amifs,, 
thro' ignorance and overfight of men : and con- . 
fequently, ftands in the room of a right and 
lawful minifter.— In things done there be twa 
kinds o^ faults \ one in the work, another in the 
worker. A fault in the work^ is when the ac- 
tioR itfelf is done amift : and it may be done: 
amils in fubjiancsy. or in circumftance. i and if the: 
fault be in the fubjiance thereof, it is indeed a 
nullity, and muft be reputed as not done. Tha 
fault of the worker js, when an adion of 
a lawful calling is done >y one that is not 
called lawfully. Now then, whea the fault of 
an adlion is not done in. the work itfelf, but 
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ia xM ^rfon thar worfceth- it, it 1^ not to tor 
re'pllte^ a miffity, neither to be reverfed ' as lio* 
tfiirtg. As for example, one called lawfiilljr 
to rtie^ miniihy, baptizeth ^infants in the namr 
dP the 'Father and the virgin Mary: Here is a' 
fiulr in the aifim' done, and that in the fub^ 
flifhce ai baptifm, and thierefdre here is no- bapi- 
trfhi, but' rather a prophanation of tHeorfflnance" 
o^ Gocf. >fow put the cafe further, that bap- 
ti!&r is adminiffcred by^ a man that is called,, - 
tho' not lawfully"; I fay if there be no [eflcn- 
tiaJ] fault in the aftion, but only in the man^ 
that baptifm is not to be reputed* a lyuUity. — 
WhofoeVer dcnieth this ground of truth, oyer- 
ttims the regiment of kingdoms, churches, ftatcs^ 
afid focieties whatfoever;" Works, Vol. i. p. 73. 
765. VoL ii. 256. N. B. This eminent pro-- 
teftant divine, who feldom fparcd* ztiy pillar or 
part of p^ery' when it flood in his way, was 
clearly of opinion (and* the judgmeht of fo 
Harned' a polemic, and 1& venerable a caftiift* 
daiih^ at lealt a trftute of refpeft) that neifher 
the umvorthinefs of the adminiRrator, nor the* 
Ipeciffc mde of ufing- the element, could juf- 
tify* a ' fotmd proteftant in rejedling the popiffi 
Bapttfor as a nullity; while he takes into the ^ 
srccotint fbr this purpoffe, the force of the term 
fapt^nty the nature and defign of the inftitution^ 
tfie'anatogy of feith, and^ the principles of right 
retfon. 

36. Witsoir: ** Bapilfiri\ dippirtg int6/water> 
W i)^iafiAng with W^ter> i TiU Vlu 3ti. f Where- 
of 
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of baptifm', iCc.-^ Pouring out, or flndding a- 
broad, the gifts of the Spirit, A£b xi. i6* 
« Ye (hall be baptized with the Holy Ghoft.'* 
Mat. iii. 11. A6ts. i. 5. To baptize with the 
Spirit, is to bejiow the graces of the Spirit.— 
To baptize \ to dip into water — To JprinJ^/e or 
VJaJh otitis body facramentaUy. Thus the mii>if- 
tfer baptizeth. Matt, iii. 11. ** I baptize yoir 
with water,'* that is, outward facramental walh- 
iiig. — The minifter baptizeth by fprinkling^ 
with water, God baprizeth by beftowing the 
gifts of his Spirit.'* Chrift. Dift. 

37. Synod of dort : " WebelieVe and' con- 
fefs that Jefiis Chrift — having abolifhed circum- 
cifibn— hath inftituted tiie facrament of baptifni 
in the room of it ; whereby we are received 
into the church of God, and are feparated frowL 
all other nations, and from all otlier foiwgn 
or falfe religions; that we may be confecratecf 
or devoted to him alone, whofc charafter and 
iftark we bear. And hereby we h^ve a teffti- 
moity, that he will' be always our God ancf 
propitious Father.' Wherefore he hath coni- 
rtfianded that all who are his ihould be bap- 
^zcdy to wit, with pure water, in the name of 
the- Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy ' 
Spirit; to fignify, that as water ("/« ms effufa) 
poured upon 'usy and to be feen on the body of 
the baptized, and fprinkling it, wafhes the faith 
off the* body; fo alfo the blood of Chiilt per- 
forms the fame internally in the foul by the 
Holy, Spirit, fprinkling it, and cleanfing ir-from its 

fins. 



,y Google 



. no Of the Signification of the Ch. .4. 

fins, and regenerating us from children of wrath> 
to be children of God. We beh'eve that , wc 
ought to be baptized but once, with that one 
baptifm, wliich is not to be repeated in fu- 
ture ; fince we cannot be bom twice. Nor is 
this baptifm ferviceable only when water is 
poured upon us and received by us, fince the 
ufe of it extends itfelf to the whole courfe of. 
our life. Wherefore we deteft the error of the 
Anabaptiftsj who are not content with one 
baptifm once received, and who moreover con- 
demn the baptifm of infants born, of chriftiaa 
parents.** Corp. Conf<;fe. A6bi Synodi Dor- 
drecht. § xxxiv. p. 143. 

38. CONFESSIO ET ExPOSITIO FlDEl ChRIS- 

♦lAN-ffi : 'V Baptifm was inftituted and confe- 
crated by Godj and John firft baptized " qui 
^hriftum aqua in Jordane tinxit," who tinged,. 
L e. baptized, Chrift with water in Jordan. 
From him it defcended to the apoftles, who 
alfo themfelves baptized with water. The Lord 
manifeftly commanded them to preach the gof- 
pel, and to baptize in the name , ot the Fa- 
ther, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoft. 
And Peter in anfwer to the Jews, inquiring 
what they ought to do ? faid, in the Afts, Let 
every one of you be baptized ia the name of 
Jefus Chrift, for the remilfion of fins,, and ye 
(hall receive the gift- of the Holy Ghoft. 
Wherefore baptifm is called by fome^ the ini- 
tial fign of God's people,, in as much as by 
tliis- they were initiated to God, as his chofen. 

There 
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There is only one baptifm in the church, of 
Qod, and it is enough to be once baptized, 
or initiated to God. But baptifm once receiv- 
ed, continues all our life time, and is a per- 
petual y^^/ of our adoption.— We are internalJy 
regenerated, purified and renovated by God 
thro' the Holy Spirit > but externally we re- 
ceive the feal of thefe very great bleflings in 
the water, by which thofe very benefits are re- 
prefented, and as it were exhibited before our" 
eyes. "Wherefore, we are baptized, that is^ 
wajhed or ^rinkled with vifible water ♦• More- 
over j God feparates us, by the fymbol of bap- 
tifm, from all ftrange religions and peopl^ and 
€onfecrate« us to himfelf, as his peculiar pof. 
feffion." Corp. Confefs. p. 46. N. B. *« Sub- 
fcripferunt omnes omnium ecclefiarum ChriAi in 
Helvetia miniftri, qui funt Tiguri, Bemae, Gla- 
ronae, Bafile^ Scaphufii, Abbatifcella?, SangalK, 
Curiae Rhetorum, & apud confacderatos, in ec- 
defiis Evangelium profitentibus cis et ultra Al« 
pes, Milhufii item et Biennas, quibus adjunxe* 
runt fe et miniftri cccleCse, quae eft Geneva^ 
ct Neocomi, &c." Jref. 

39. PococKE : • In the firft place the word 
baptifm does not neceflarily denote an immer- 
fion of the whole body in water^ even when 
ufed to exprels (Tebilsli) the more folemn de- 
gree of waftiing ; finge h is fpoken of him who 
only intinges even Itts hand,, according to the 
frequent ufe of Jewiih traditioa and difcipUne. 

SecoiuHy, 

* Ideoqoe baptuuunWy id dt, iMmmvr/ tot afperglmof t^ua 
fifibili. 
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Secondly, the fame word is fometitnes ufed for 
that flighter degree of waffling, which is per- 
formed by the affufion of water, and it indiffi'^ 
rentfy belongs to both. Which perhaps it may- 
be ufeful to obferve againft thofe who niorofclyi 
and over fcrupuloufly u^ge the force of the' 
word, when difputing about the fecrament of 
baptifm." Not. MifcelL in Port. Mofis. cap. 
ix. 

. 40 Leigh : " Ba«^»$*?, Baptizo. Mt^ LAtr- 
HENCE in his treatife of baptifin, the fifth 
part, faith. The word ^xifiil^ju lignifies properly 
mergo^ immergo^ that is to drown!' or Jink in 
the water, to dip^ to overwhelm^ to plunge i^ ia 
Chamier fays, that immerfion exprfefleth the 
force T« ffotirli^np : it fignifies alfo tingoy to dye 
or colour^ quod fit immergendo ; which is to be done 
by dipping into the colour, overwhelming and 
drowning in it*. So Walrus, a learned pro- 
feflbr of thefe parts, fays. That the ancient La- 
tines exprefled the word puTfli^tip per tin^ionem 
ct inundationem ; inundatio is overflowing, Thia 
therefore is the material force of the word. So 
he.** To which Mr* Leigh replies: "I can 

find 

• IVbitb it t9 be </o9tf— 'that is, if aay thing to the porpoie, 
nothing can Be tinged or coloured without immerfing it. Some- 
thing nice Dr. Gilx., when he aftrt9y <« There is but MrtM^ 
•f willing ; and that is by dt|>piii^r* No, reader, you otJiaeC 
wa& yQ\u fate but you muft di^ it! )-#Cefih.LAinijNC< and Gill 
miglit have as well infiftcd. That {he only nvay to cut ofT a 
fDan*s hair from his head is. To fever the head- ffom- the body. 
Or, that there is m §ther ws^ to kill a mao^ than by the fyt^ 
ciic mode of fahbiiig^ 
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find nothing at all in Chamier favouring your 
opinion of immcrfion. Walrus De Baptijma 
faith, *' ffairlv and iSairiiftf properly fignifics la^ 
vare or intinger^j as Mark vii. 4. and Luke xi. 
38. It is indicated that it is indifferent whether 
we baptize by fprinkling or immerfion, becaufe 
examples of both are. found in fcripture." I 
fuppofe that which I have quoted in my Gh- 
ticd out of the beft lexicographers, and that I 
here quote in the margent^ out of two learned 
doctors [PococKE ^nd LightfootJ may fuf- 
fice to take off what is obje6led by Mr. Lau- 
r:ence from the force of the word. Schm-i- 
Dius on Matt. iii. 6. faith, /S»wl«»i' is to tinge \ 
from whence 0»frH^u, Any one, therefore, faith 
he, may baptize, altho* he fliould not immerfe 
in water; but (hould only tinge with water, by 
whatever convenient mode," Crit. Sacr. Sup- 
plcm* Ed. 1662. 

§ 29. It Would be eafy to coUefl a large 
volume of paffages to the fame import, from 
lexicographers, criticks, and commentators ; ma- 
ny of which I purpofely omit, from the fole- 
motive of not -fwelling the prefent work and' 
being tedious to the reader. Now I venture to 
appeal to the perufer of the foregoing pages, 
whether die verdidl of many very eminent lite-' 
rary characSters does not corroborate the doc- 
ttinc contained in our general thefis, viz» That* 
baptize and baptifm, at leaft when facramentalJy 
ufed, or in their New Teilament Ugijlative mean- 
ingi and- foice, are generic terms i *' It yvill be 

allowed 
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allowed, I think, by every competent and im- 
partial judge, that many of the authors from 
whofe writings thefe quotations are made, may 
be juftly numbered among the firft literary cha- 
rafters that any age has produced; and, there- 
fore, as likely to know the true meaning of a 
greek l>rm, as any of our late oppofers:*' and 
they are unanimoufly of opinion, that the 
term haptifm agrees to different fpecsfic modesy 
fuch as immerfion and fprinkling; confequently 
cannot be immerfion exclujively^ but is 6f courfc 
a general term. 

** Can it be fuppofed, fays -Mr. B. without 
impeaching the wifdom or goodnefs of Chrift, that 
be enaded a law relating to his own worfhip, 
the principal term in which is ohfcure and amhigu^ 
out? Can it be imagined, that he intended an 
ambiguity fo great in the term baptifm, which 
prefcribes the duty to be performed, a^ to war-, 
rant the ufe of itnmerjiony or of pourings or of 
fprini/ingy which are three different a£tions ? — 
** Why not ? What inconvenience follows ? If- 
a fovereign'' enaft that all his loving fubjefts 
(hould rejort to feme - place of worlhip every 
Lord*s-day ;* would he be blameable for not fpe- 
cifying tl»e r/iode of reforting, or would his fub- 
Jeds have any juft ground of complaint for not 
determining whether all were bound to the fam< 
manner of performing the general mandate? 
Nay, is if not evident, that the greater the la- 
titude of fignification, the lefs danger there is 
of miflajcei aiid in reality the le& room for 

cavil I 
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cayil ? If the generic idea of a word be deter- . 
minate, there is little rcafon to complaia of 
the variety of fpecific ones contained under it. 
What could we think of a fojdier who ihould 
quarrel with his* officer becaufe when he gave 
a general order to i/7/*, to Jlay^ or to put to death 
th^ common eqcmy without quarter, and with- 
out exception, he had not withal fpecified, whe- 
ther he muft do it by cutting off the head, by 
ftabbing, or by any other one method exclufively I 
When God faid, " Whofo (heddeth man's blood, 
by man fliall his blood be Ihed" (Gen. ix. 6.) ; 
is there any juft ground _of refle6lion on the 
conduft of the divine Legiflator that the man^ 
nery or fpecific mode, of executing the fentencc 
was not precifely determined? Would it be- 
^come any of our Lord's profeffed followers, to 
indulge the irreverent humour of cavilling, and 
charging his legiflative authority with imperfec- 
tion, becaufe he has hot precifely determined 
the quantity and quality of the bread and wine 
in his fupper ; whether the wa(hing of the dif- 
ciples' feet, anointing the fick with oil, the oh- 
fervance of the feventh day as a fabbath, and 
the feafts of charity, are or are not of perpetual 

obligation i 

• ** KjtUnr a man with a fword or a hatchet, are Jr^ked cfi 
*t as no fpecin of ^ftoo: but if the point of the fword firft 
*< enter the body, 1t paiTes for a drft.n£l fpecies, where it has a 
'' diftinA name; as in En^and, in whofe language it is called 
•' fiabbing : Rut in another country, where it has hot happened to 
** be f,ecified under a pccuKar namef it paflTes not for a diftin£fc 
«< fpccies.'* l.oCK£> EHay on Ham. Under. S. XII. Chap, 
vi- h 11% 
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obligation? If a mafter orders his fcrvatit t6- 
go to- a certain place on his bufiiiefs, living 
it ^$ a- matter quite indifferent, becaufc^ unim- 
portant, by what road out of fevtral thfc jour- 
ney may be performed and the bufincfa done; 
would it 'not betray the want of good - fenfe, as^ 
well as a rebellkms cavil, for the fervant to charge 
the mafter with " either weaknefs or wickednefs ** 
becaufe he had not pofilively and abfokitdy 
fpecified which of tliefe different roads muft be 
taken to the exchfiow of aH others ? In (hort, 
to find fault a priori^ as Mr* B» does^ with the- 
idea, that our Lord fhould enaft a law by a-- 
term of latitude^ is to find fault with divine- 
wifdom for granting to man an y degree of //- 
hisrty of choice in his a£lions. Why fhould a»y 
wijh a reftridion of that principle, the exercifc- 
of which is the diftinguifliing privilege of our* 
nature, when, on the fuppofition, no advantage- 
td man or glory to God can enfuc therefrom:?' 
Why covet fetters every way unprofitable?* 
Why defire fuch zn a£i of uniformity in the cafe 
of baptifm, to th^ exclufion 6f every degree- of 
liberty, while the ground and exiftcnce of all 
pofitive ioflitutions depend on the good plea- 
fure of the inftitutor, and on that aloriC ? 

§ 30. (IV.) The truth of what I contend 
for will fiirther appear, From the ccmeeffion$ or 
A ntipoedobaptifts. 

Coj^CEssiONs may be made by aSfion^ as 
well as by words. And when any who pro- 
iefiedly renoufice the pra<Slice of in^nt baptifm^ 

admit 
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admit perfons to the higheft Jegrcb^ baptifm 
tian oommomon, when baptized only b^^ thofe 
ling, wMle themfelves notwithftanding pri^fr^c 
immerfion, does it not amount to a conceffwh\ 
that baptizing by affufton or Jprinkling is equally 
valid with their own ? And does it not amount 
to a conceifion that the baptizing of in/ants is 
•not a nullity? If it be faid, that Antipoedo- 
baptift congregations allow free communion to 
Paedobaptifts as unbaptizedi we a(k, what evi- 
dence is there for fuch an affertion ? The 
'prad^ice of adult baptifm in the fame congre- 
gation only fliows, that fome from confdentious 
fcruples prefer adult immerfion, as in their ap- 
prehenfion more fcriptural and folemn. Which 
is the moft charitable conftru<SHon of their con- 
•dudt in this matter, to fay, that they judge in- 
fiant-baptifm to be valid^ and therefore admit 
their poedobaptift brethren to full communion ; 
or elfe, that they admit thofe whom they deem 
unbaptized? , Mn B. adopts the latter; however 
"deftitute it may feem both of evidence and 
of brotherly candor. *' Tho' I look upon the 
former [Pcedobaptift brethren] as under a mif- 
take, in regard to baptifm ; I confider them as 
ai£Hng, not only confcientioufly but confiftently 
with their own principles in refpeft of that or- 
dinance t while I view the condu£l of the to- 
ter [profefled Baptifts, who admit Poedobaptifts 
to their churches and communion] not only as 
contrary to the order of the primitive chriftian 
churches, but as inconft/lent with their own 

•avowed 
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avowed fentiments*.** It is pretty manifeft from 
this paflage, and many others in the fame per- 
formance, that Kir. B* takes it for panted, 
thofe Baptifts he oppofes maintain the nullity 
of infant baptifm. But the fa£i of mixed com- 
munion implies no fuch thing. It therefore 
follows^ that nothing fliort of explicit declara- 
tions of their receiving their brethren as un- 
baptized^ or as regarding their baptifm as a mere 
nullity^ can juftify Mr. B.'s charge of inconfift- 
cncy. All that can be fairly gathered from 
their conduct in this cafe is, that they admit 
the validity of infant fprinkling, tho' for their 
own part, they give the preference to adult 
plunging. They confider, I prefume, the points 
of difference in the light of circumftantiaUy or 
non-efjentiak^ of baptifm ; tho' in their own pri' 
vate judgment^ they apprehend the immerfion of 
adults more conformable * to their Lord's plea- 
fure. 

Again : As far as we are authorifed to fonn 
a judgment on the conduSf of the free Bap- 
tifts, they refer thefe points of difference about 
baptifm to the private judgment of the fubje<3:. 
For when a communicant is diflatisfied with 
his infant baptifm, the minifter and the church 
admit him to the bath according to their own 
cuftom of baptizing ; which otherwife they could 
fioi do, without deferving the name of ^a^ 
baptifis. But if he is fatisfied without it, 
they liberally acknowledge, that they have no 

right 

♦ Mr. Booth's Apology for the Btptiftt. p. 19. 
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right to i)npofe thofe circumjiances of baptifm 
which Chrift has left free. And that thofe 
Baptift minifters and churches who pradlife free 
communion, and who are cOnfiderabJy numer- 
ous, as they ar.e alfo on account of their learn- 
ing and piety not lefs refp»5table than their 
brethren,^ do regard baptifm^ tho' not immerfiert^ 
as an effential prerequifire for chriftian commu- 
nion, appears hence : if any are propofed to 
ftrift fellowfliip, who, according to their own 
judgment and profeflion, were never haptizedy as 
are the children bom of Antipoedobaptift parents, 
they are never admitted, if I miftake not, with- 
out previous baptifm. I do not pretend to fay, 
that every part of their conduft in thefe mat- 
ters is right ; but it is fuflScient for me to in- 
fer thence, what appears, fairly inferibky That 
their a^lions .and habitual conduft concede my 
principle. 

§ 31. It is alfo fa(9, that fome Antipoedo- 
baptifts rejeft immerfion, on convi£Hon of the 
preference of afperfion or afFufion, from a ftri<ft 
examination of fcripture evidence. Not to men- 
tion the Antipoedobaptifts of Holland, of whom i 
it is faid, that they ** commonly ufe affuJion\'^ I \ 
fhall prefent the reader not only with the opi^ \ 

' nhn but alfo the reafoning of an Antipcedobap- • 
tift, who has lately publiflied on this fubje<ft. j 

\ *' It feems • to me that baptiftn was adminif- ; 
tered both by John and the apofbles of Chrift, - 
by fprinkting or pourings and not by imnurjion. \ 
A river does not feem to have been chofen for 
the purpofe of baptifm, as if no other place 

was 
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was proper for it. The three thoufemd bap- 
tized, and added to the church the fame xlay, 
(fee A&.s^ ii.) feem rather, in my opinion, to 
have been baptized in houfes. — Saul of Tarfus 
*' in the houfe of Judas," Ads ix. Lakewiie 
the Jailor and his family were, I co^iiceive, bap- 

ftized at liome, A&s xvi. — Cornelius .alfo and 
bis believing friends, were probably baptized in 
the centurion's own houfe^ Ads ,xw^ and the 
words of Peter on that occafion, '' Can any 
one forbid water ?" feem to imply that watpr 
was to be brought to them, and not that the 
pcrfons to be baptized were let out to fome 

« other place for the conveniency of immeriion, 
as no hint of ih4it kind is there giv^n «j,^-*Per- 
fons may very properly be faid to go down 
into a water or river, and come up out of it^ 
without going into fuch a depth . as is jiecei&ry 
for the purpofe of immerfton*^ nor do I remem- 
ber it is any where iaid, that the .perfon bap- 
tized was covered with 'water^ or ptU. under it 5 
and had this been the cafe, I can. hardly think 
the fcripture would have been entirely filent 
about it, but in fome place or other it would 
have been exprefsly mentioned ; efpecially, if it 
be a circumflance of fuch importance^ as fome 
.perfons fuppofe, and contend for. — Nor does 
the fcripture, any where that I can find, rcpre- 
fent the mode of baptifm as a refemblance *of 
the burial and refurredion of Chrift. I am 
fure the words of Paul, Rom. vi. 3, 4. Col. ii. 
12. do not exprefsly declare it. Neither does 

the 
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tlie paflage John iii. 23. plaialy tell us, that 
John baptixed in Enon becaufe of the depth of 
Y^ater in that place, for the fake of immerjion ; to 
tbnt the arguments raifed from fuch p^ges as 
-thefe, to prove immerfion the true mode of 
^[tipture baptilm,. amount, in my opinion, to no- 
thing more than bare fuppojition^ without con- 
ttining any certain proof oi the pcant in queftion. 
—The evaf^gelift [Mat. iii. .6.J docs not iay 
they "went in it, in order to ht baptix/d by im* 
merfton\ this therefore aaaounts to no more 
thaa mere conje^furej or bare ejffiriion of the 
learned Doflor [Gill]. We, on the other 
hand, niay as reafenahfy .fuppofei mod dffirm, 
that they went into the water to ; be baptised by 
fprinkHng^ and not by immeriaon, for any thing 
this text fays to the contrary.— Hid John been 
fent only to give them to drink of the water 
of Jordan, it would hiavc beien more comwtient 
for the people to come down to him imto the 
river for that pvnrpofe, tfao' it might have hscn 
pvcn them forae other way: So likewife if he 
i)af)(ti2ed by fprhdBng or pouringy it v^ouid have 
been highly inconvenient for him to have bap- 
tized them with the waters of Jordan, but at 
or r« the river itfclf.*-Had he baptiaod after 
the manner of the prcfcnt advocates for im- 
merfion, it is fcarce credible bow John alieie^ 
in any reafonable time, could have baptized thef 
vaft numbers that refortcd to hirm : but every 
difficuky is removed on tfie fuppe^tion of their 
cooling to Ivim unto or into the water, that he 
G might 
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might, with the greater cafe and convenience, 
l^r inkle or pour "water upon them, — As the 
Doiftor lays a ftrefs on the words out ofy I ob- 
fcnre that Matt. iii. i6. may be literally tranf- 
lated thus, '* Jefus when he was baptized wait 
immediately up from the water;** — which words 
are fo far from being a neceffary proof of his 
being baptized by immerfion, that they do not 
necejarily declare that he was at all in the 
water: confequently what the Doftor terms a 
** neceflary proof,"* amounts to no more than 
mere fuppoJition\ and to me it feems highly 
pr€A>able that Chrift was not under the water 
at all, for there is not the leaft hint of his 
rijing upj or of John's raifing him from aJfaU 
9f immerfton \ which muft neceflarily have fol- 
lowed his being immerfed, before he could be 
faid to come out of it. But as the text fays, 
immediately upon his being baptized, he went 
up out of or (as the prepofition may more pro- 
perly be rendered) from the water, it feems to 
me that Chrift only flood in or at the brink 
of Jordan when John baptized him. And as 
bis being baptized by John vtzs Jiraightway foU 
lowed by that of the Holy Spirit, which de- 
fended from heaven upon him, (which bap- 
tifm of the Spirit being, as I conceive, that 
which was eminently fignified by John's baptifm 
with water) it feems to me more congruous and 
reafonable to fuppofe, that the manner of both 
was precifely the fame, viz. that of -Jprinkling 
or pouring.'-^l marvel that a man of Dr. Gill's 

learning 
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learning and difcemment, (hoald lay ib great n 
ilrefs as he does on Mark's u(ing the particle 
«K, which it is well known often fignifies the 
fame as 99^ tn^ and fo Mark evidently u/es them 
as fynonymous in the paflage referred to, Mark 
i. 5, 8, 9* And here I obferve alfo, that it 
is as proper to fay a perfon was fprinkled with 
water, as that he was plunged into water. But 
it is further manifeft from A£ls viii. 38. that 
the particle tK is not intended to exprefs a per* 
fon's being imnierfid or put under water, for we 
there read that they went down •»? into or unt§ 
the water, both Philip and the Eunuch; yet 
furely Philip himfelf did not go under the wa- 
ter. But if it be true that fuch an expreffion 
as IK will not fuit, as the DoiSlor fays it will 
not, with any other mode but immerfion, it 
muft neccflarily follow that both Philip and the 
Eu^iuch "were immerfed together 5 and as it after- 
wards follows, *' He (Philip) baptized him," 
the Eunuchy according to the Doctor's reafon- 
ing, muft have been twice immerfed. ^^Ef like- 
wife, in the cafe of baptifm, not only can^ but 
I think ought to be rendered with or by-^ for 
tho* it would be aukward to fay John bap- 
tized with or by Jordan 5 yet, as Dr. Gill 
rightly obferves [on his hypothefis], he did not 
. baptize into the banks of Jordan, but iiito the 
waters of Jordan j and there is no more inu 
propriety in faying that John fpriikled them 
with or by the waters of Jordan, than in fay- 
G 2 ing 
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ftig )xt dipped them m or /n/^ Ac waters of Jor-. 
dan« — £k ^fO) ^hich is, ufed indiiferetitly 'Mth 
», may i>e rend^^d i^;^ in this cafe, as it is in 
Matt. V. 34, 35. where thefe particles arc ufed 
togediei^ as in the cafe of baptifin. ^^ Neither 
fliak thou fwear i» by heaven, nor t? by the 
earth, ii©r «« by Jcrufaiean.*— It does not ap- 
pear ftata this paflage [John iii. 23. J that the 
^i^gdift intended to reprefent the mode of bap- 
tifin in any way or mariner whatever, as the 
1>odor here fuppofcs.— As it is not £ud John 
'mii& baptizing m £non becaule the water was 
'•deifp in tluit place, or becaufe there was mudi 
water for the comeniency ef immerfiony the Doc- 
tor's inference [in favour of immerfion] in my 
i^nton is mere hypoth^s. "^Th^ holy waters 
whicli Ezckiel few iffuing from the fenauary 
"Were not little but much ; ^et when the angel had 
'^neafured a t-houfand cubits from the pkce 
whence they iffued, and caufed the prophet to 
j^afs thro* them, they were only up to the 
anHes.'^'We read alfo that John removed from 
place to place, for the purpofe of baptizing j 
and it feems to me probable that one of his 
i%a(bns for it wa^ becaufe in fome places, the 
water failed and was dried up; and perhaps 
tMs was his reafon for going to Enon, becaufe, 
as the Grede exprcffcs it, there were many twr- 
tersy or divers Jlreams^ Which w^e not fo-apt 
to fail him, and become dry as in fome other 
places.— Upon the whde, That John baptized 
in Enon by immerfion^ cannot be proved from 

this 
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this placej becaufe the evangelift is entirely ftlent 
about it. — Whatever, then, was the reafoa of 
John's going to Enon to baptize, nothing can 
thence bo inferred with certainty, that Johi\ 
baptized by immerfion; there being not a word, 
in all the pajfage^ either about thp depth of 
thefe waters, or the mode of baptifm. — The 
Dodtw's glofs on this text [Rom. vi. 4.] feems 
to me unwarrantable and erroneous, — It is ob* 
lervable that the apoftle thro* the whole paffagc 
Aies' n4t fo tnuch as once mention our being bap- 
tized into Chrift's burial^ nor into his refurrec^ 
^n — but he fays again and again, baptized 
into his death. -^tio mode of baptifm, then, can 
with certainty be inferred ftom thefe words— 
for he mentions our having been buried and 
raifecf with Chrift only as the efFedk, or in con^^ 
fequence of pur being deiri with Chrift^ by being 
baptized into his death *y therefore the agoftlc 
§nly. infers that we are buried with Chrift. How I 
by being baptized into his burial ? No 5 but bjf 
being baptized into his deaths -^ And I humbly 
conceive the apoftle would have faid not his 
death but burialj if he had intended to defcribc 
baptifm as a refemblance of Chrift's burial in 
the mode of it, but he feems to me carefully ta 
avoid it.— .Thus I have endeavoured to fhew 
that the New Teftament doe5 not plainly declare 
baptifm to have been adminiftered by immer« 
£on from any circumftances attending the admi- 
aiftration of it ^ fo that, for any thing the fcrip- 

G 5 turc 
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ture faith to th^ contrary, it might have been 
admtniftered by JprinkUfig or pouring* 

§ 32. ** The point \xx difpute entirefy hinges 
cn this, iK WHAT SENSE the SCRIPTURE ufes 
this word; whether to dip a pcrfon in and un^ 
der watery or to wajh him with water, '^Is it 
not then impertinent for any one ftill to urge, 
in Homer, Plutarch, &c. it fignifies to dip^ 
or plunge', for who denies it? — The point in 
difputc hinges on this ; has it always that fenfe, 
and «^ other? for elfe it proves nothing againft 
us: — efpecially if this be not its conjlant mean-^ 
ing throughout /)&^ SCRIPTURE. Nor indeed 
is its idea of dipping fufficient to juftify the Bap- 
tifts in their praftice; for if they are in the 
right, it muft fignify not bareh/ to dip^ but to 
dip wider water. 

** Mr. Parkhurst— after having mentioned 
the word haptizo as fignifyirig to dip or plunge^ 
adds, " But the New Tejiament does not ufe itjlri£ffy 
In this fenfey unlefs, &c.'* And afterwards citing 
i Cor. X. 2. he fays, ^ Baptized by Jprinkling.'* 
— GoULDMAN on the word taptizo^ fays, *' To 
wajhy to watery to fprinkUy &ccJ* AiNS worth 
on the word lavo fays, " To wajhy to hathet 
to be/prinkle.'* 

" But further, the infpired writers of the OH 
and New Teftaments— do no where, in my 
opinion, intend by the word baptizo to exprefs 
merely^ or chiefiyy an a6l of immerfion^ or dip- 
ping, and much l^ft to dip under water '^ but ra* 

ther 
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thcr that of wafhing or fprinkling; — and this 
I hope to make appear from the following con- 
fiderations : 

** First, becaufe In feveral places, they ulc 
the word bapto for the a<Sl oi dipping — but they 
do not fo much as once ufe this word to 
figniiy the ordinance of baptifm, but always its 
derivative baptizo. — Now if they had meant 
by the word baptizo to fignify a proper dip- 
ping, it is, I think, hard to conceive why the 
word bapto was never ufed by them to exprefs 
that ordinance, — I fuppofe, therefore, the facred 
writers do not mean by the word baptizo a 
dipping of the body under water.— The Bap- 
tifts indeed tell us immerfion, or dipping a 
perfon under water, is ejfential to baptifm; but 
the fcripture, in my opinion, lays the whole 
ftrefs on a perfon's being wajhedy and not at 
all on his being £pped. Some indeed affirm 
there i$ no wafhing but by dipj^ng \ but this 
I think is rajhly fpoken^ for it is contradidtcd 
by every one's dally experience ; • for men may, 
and generally do wafli their face every day 
without dipping it. And tho* they dip their 
hands in water, in order to wafh them, yet the 
face is as completely^ wafhed without dipping it, 
M the hands are by dii^ing them. 

*^ Secondly, the apoftle^ Heb. ix. lo. fpeaks 
of divers wafliings (Grcik, different baptyms). 
His words are not ** div^^ perfons^ or things 
baptized,'' but itafo^u; eo^wU<r|M^i diver/i baptifms^ 
They were not only divers^ enany^ but they 

G 4 wem 
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were alfo diverfe^ differenti The l^iiv diierfus is 
ambiguous, but ^«^o^ not; for 1 find it no 
■where ufed to fignify many^ but as it properly 
means, to denote a diverfity or differmeey and 
thence an excellency of one perfon, or thing above 
another. — And whoever carefully attends, with 
a mind unbiased, to the fcope of the paflage^ 
(Heb, ix.) will, I think, be led to under- 
fiand the apoftle as fpeaking of every firt of 
wajhing FOR purification un4er the law (the 
chief of which was that of fprtnkrtng)y for elfe^ 
I conceive, to prevent his b^ing mifunderftood, 
he would have fpecified the particular modi he 
intended by" it. And as* he does not fo much 
as name riiat mode of wafliing fometimes ren- 
dered bathings but he again and again mentioiis 
that mode, and that only^ which was hy J^rink^ 
Ilngyl fuppofe the apc^e, in the pafl&ge under 
confideration, eminently refers to that mode of 
baptifm or ^^i^ing wBich was by fprinklkig; 
confequcntiy, xht fpriniUngs und^r the law werct 
haptifmsy and are hdre fo termed by the aptrflle. 
Mr. JvENKiNs indeed fay» (as Dr. GiLt ha* 
done brfore him), " The fprinklii^ (mentioned 
Numb, xix.) only fanAified "or fepoPated Toti th^ 
purifying, from wheiiee kr is called the waUK ef 
feparatiorty Numb. xix. 9; bat the purification 
itfelf was performed by wajhing the wHt>tE body 
in water^ ver. ig.'* So ;fays Mr, J®n«ins. 
But I read« of w command given^ by Mofes, m 
any part o€ the chapter, that the uncleaia^ fhoulA 
waifh his: whole^ Myi and* therefore ^ we have 

no 
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no fcripmre warrant to fay that he did ib.«^ 
But Mr. Jbnkins is I think very boI4 in that 
he fimhar adds, ** The apoftle*a argmnent lofef. 
all its force without this edification; for his 
(the apoflle's) . meaning is, that if the fprinkling. 
before mentioned did hot even purify the fleih,, 
but only feparate for that purification^ how muck 
mort^ &c." Here again tkt apoAle i$ made to^ 
mean what hi doth not plainly fay ; and for what 
leafon I know not, except it be this, that tht 
apoftle's words have a plain tendency tg dif- 
prove the notion of corporal immerjion being e(* 
Jfential to l^aptifnu But Mr. Jenkins, in my 
opinion, has quite miftakeh both Mofes and the 
apo/He', for— the water fprinklidy is again and 
again called a purification for ftn^ and is £iid ta 
purify the unclean by its being fprinkled oa 
him; but his wajhing bimfilf is not fo much as 
cnce faid to clean fe^ or purify from ^«.-^But 
though^ Mr. Jenkins has ventured to ailert^ 
that, '* Without his exfJanation the apoille's 
argument is weak, and lofes all its force;'' X 
fos my part think quite the reverie j for th» 
apoftle's argument feems to me clear, ftrong^ 
and conclufive, from his own words, and much 
better without Mr* Jenkins's explanation thaa 
With it. For the apoftle is not, in that plac^ 
telling the Jews, what the law and its ordinan^ 
ces could not do, but what it couid do for them,, ' 
as pertaining to /A^j^^j*.— The apoftle argues'from 
the lels to the greater, and his reafoning is in*« 
tended, to perfuade the ^#//m«^ Jews t0' con^ 
G S iinui 
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ttnui in iht faith ; as alfo to encouratge iinneri 
at large^ however guilty and defiled in them^ 
felves, to come to Chrift that their fins may be 
pardoned and purged through faith in his bloody 
and by him to draw near unto God with full 
aflurance of faith, not doubting but he will 
gracioufiy accept them, thro' the death and me- 
diation of his own'Jbn, even Jefus Chrift, who 
once fuffered for fins, the Juft for the unjuft, 
that he might bring us to God. This I think 
is the plain fcope and fenfe of the paflage; 
for if, fays the apoftie^ the blood of calves and 
of goats, and the afhes of an heifer fprinkling 
the unclean fan^fieth unto the purifying of 
the flefh; *^ hqw much more (hall the blood of 
Chrif^ who thro' the Eternal Spirit offered him* 
fdf without fpot to God, puiige your confdcncc 
from dead works to ferve the Living God?" 

§ 33» " Thirdly, God having raiied up 
and fent his fervant Mofes, to be the deltvinr 
€f his people from Egyptian bondage^ and to 
lead them thro' the wildemefs to the borders 
of Canaan ; the children of Ifrael are faid to 
have been ba^ixed unto Mofes (as their leader 
and commander to follow him) in or by the 
cloud, and by the fea, i Cor. x. 2. But that 
they were properly in neither is manifeft, for 
they walked on dry ground thro' the midft of 
the fea, and the cloud was high above them^ 
therefore they were all baptized by fprinkling-^ 
unlefs you can fuppofe perfons to be baptized 
by water, when they do not fo much as touch the 

ilenun^i 
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$UmeKt ; iprbich fuppofition, in my opiniotit is 
hi^Iy tmnafonahie and ahfurd. It is faid, indeed^ 
by fome : " Here is an allufton to the cuftom 
of immerfion, the Ifraelites being, a3 it were^ 
covered l^ the cloud «v<r, and the waters on 
each fide of them." But this is harely afferud^ 
without producing any fcripture in fupport of 
it, or giving any good reafon for it. — Befides, 
the apdUe as if forefeeing fuch kind, of evajions^ 
and to guard us againft being deceived by them, 
changes the prepofition vto, which, he ufed in 
the firft claufe of the fentence, into u in the 
next; which he needed not have done, but 
wotild, I conceive, have more properly retained 
it, had he intended to fpeak of the^ manner 
of their baptifm, as reprefenting the mode of' 
immerfion: for he fays they were all vwo under 
the cloud, and then immediately adds, were all 
baptized unto Mofes, not wq under^ or by being 
vnder the cloudy but f* by or with the cloud, 
and with the fea, that is, with the waters of 
both fprinkkd upon them. This I think is 
the moft proper and natural fehfe of the paf* 
lage. 

^'TouRTHLY, as in the law of Mofes, fo 
in the writings of the prophets, who lived many 
ages after, the feme fpiritual benefits — are by 
them alfo reprefentcd and faid to b^ given and 
applied to i|S, in a way of pouring or fprinkling ; 
but no wh^e, that I can find, by a mode of 
dipping or immerfioq. " I, faith God, will pour 
water upon him thai is thirfty i I v;ill pour 
my fpirit upon thy feed>'* Ifai. xliv» j, and again^ 
, G 6 ** he 
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« h« ftizU^r'mkk many nations 5" Ife. M. 15^ aKui 
aga&i ** I will pinkie dean water uflkon, you*] ami 
ye (hall be c&^»; ftom all pur i9thine& and 
from all your icbJls wiE I ^A?fl;i/Jr you, &c 1 
N will fui my JpirU within you, &c/* Ezek. xzxvi. 
25 — ^7. — We are here exprcfily tdd, diat 
God would ckanfe his peopte: from att their un* 
cleannefe hy ffrinkUfig clean water upon tbern^ 
Thofe, then, whom God fi cleanfes^ " are clean 
every whit,'' and need not to be immerfedy but 
JprinkUd only,— Do not iJiofii peribns, then, 
greatly err, who ventm-e to aflert tixere is na 
wajhing bat by difpingy and fpeak of fprinkling, 
as a religious mode of waffling, by way of deru 
fton\ though God hath exprei^y declared, that 
he would wajh or cleanfe lus people from all 
their imcleannefe by Crinkling cle^ii water upon 
them? 

§ 34. ^ FiFTHty, Baptizo in Ac New Tef- 
tament, as I conceive, fignifies tsk waft> or pu^ 
rify^ hy fprhiMing or pouring. So I thmk it 
m^ans A(2s i. jy. " John truly baptized with 
water, but ye fhall be baptized with the Holy 
Spirit/* The word baptize hath undoubtedly 
the fame meaning in berth parts of the verfe 
•—to fay immcrfi<m is implied in Ae word, i» . 
begging the quejion. Now it is certain rii^ 
believers were baptized with the Spirit, by its 
being poured upOn them; and as John^s man« 
npr of baptizing is exprelDfed by \iit fiime ward, 
it feems to me neceflarily to follow, that the 
mode was the feme in both j efpedally as Jcrfin*« 
baptizing with wator feems to have been a^« 

or 
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cr itxAbm oi Chx'A^s. baptusing- with tjbe Holf 
S^rit.-— Thi% in my bumble opinion, gives u» 
the true ideoj and fixes the fenfe of the wor4 
iaptiz9y as it was ufed, and intended to be im<* 
. derftood, by the in^ired apoflUs and evangelijis^ 
And all thai the advocates for immerfion haver 
fcid,, or iirged to the contrary, from Matt, iii^ 
l6. John iiii 23. Afis viiL 38. Rom. vu 
3 — 5. or any other part of fcripturc^ amounts,. 
in my opinion, to na more than mere bypo^ 
tbefis. 

" It is (aid, indeed, by way of obje^m^ <« thut 
the pouring of the Spirit on the apoAles is c4iU 
kd buptifm by way of allufion to that of immer* 
fiani, becauie the houfe, in which the apoAIes- 
were then ailembled, was filUd with it/* But 
hwu doth the objedor know that this is the 
laeaibn why it is called baptifm ? The fcripture 
oo where giv^ this as a reafon for itj con- 
fcqucntly, we v have na warrant fr^m fcripture X(^ 
iay or believe it;— The apoftles were in th« 
houfe befare the Spirit filled it, fo that there 
was nothing like dipping in the cafe; but la 
immerfien ^he place is firj filled with water, 
before the perfon is put into it. But further | 
the apoftle Peter, being one of the twelve wha 
were baptized witli the Spirit, on the day oi 
Pentecoft^ has I think plainly (hewed there was 
uo reference to any nwde "t*.^baptifin but that 
oi pouring. For fpeaking to the people on that 
very occafion, he iays, " This is that which 
was fpoken of "by the prophet Joel i and it ihalt 

come 
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tome to paTs in the laft days, faith God, I 
ifill four out m/fpirit upon all flefli^— and upon 
my fervants^ and upon my handmaids, yi\ll 1 
four out of mf Spirit^ A&s ii. 17, 18. confc- 
quently, the pouring of the Spirit on tbenty 
¥?as' their being iaptized with the Spirit, without 
sny refpeSi to the place in which they were^ whe- 
ther in a houfe^ or in the open fields, — Now I 
have examined and confidered thofe texts on 
which our opponents lay the gteateft firefs, and 
it does not appear to me that immerfion is 
plainly declared in any one of them ; or that it 
can be inferred with certainty from circumftances 
or from any of the prepofttiom there made ufe 
of, that it has in thofe paiTage^ the fenfe of 
dipping under waiter, 

** Hai> indeed the fcripture direfted, or given 
a command for this manner of dipping,' they' 
that do it would be juftified in the practice 
of it i but I do not find that the fcripture 
any where warrants the praftice cither by pre^ 
tept or examplt.'^ls not this manner of dipping^ 
then, a mere human invention^ or aft of will 
worjhipj in adminiftcring the ordinance of bap- 
tifm? 

^ I BELIEVE the Baptifts themfelves arealtoge- 
ther at a lofs to point out the manner of 7<^^n'* 
baptizing thofe who came to him for that pur- 
pofe, whether with or without a covering. Nor 
can they, as I fuppofe, affign any good reafon, 
why the fcripture (hould be totally filent about 
it, but this only ; that he baptized not by im^ 
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merftott but by JprinkUng : for the Jews were well 
acquainted with the iattery and often read of it 
in their fcriptures, but of the former^ I conceive, 
they were totally ignorant; it not being prac- 
ticed or commanded in their law.— -Thofe Bap-, 
tifts alfo, with whom I have converfcd on this 
particular, are divided in their opinions about it« 
None of them believe that a proper bathing 
drefs was provided for them, on the occafion } 
but fome have told me they fuppofed them to 
have been baptized in their orainary appanli 
others, without any covering at all. But, furdy, 
as decency muft forbid the lattery fo I tbiiik 
their health and fafety ¥nll Arongly militttte a-» 
gainft the firmer. Now the filence of fcripturc 
in this point is eafily, and i think rationally 
accounted for, and every difficulty removed, on 
the fuppofition that John baptiz^ not by dip. 
ping them under water, but by jprinhling water 
up(Hi them. As, then, the pouring of the Spirit 
on a believer is baptifm with the Spirit,^^<^m^ 
of water on him muft, I think, of neceiJity be 
baptifm with water t«'* There is littJe need of 
an apology (at leaft to Mr. B.) for the quan^ 
tity of quotation here produced \ as the argumentt 
urged by this Antipcedobaptift writer are, perhaps, 
no lefs weighty and pertment than all Mr. 6.*« 
boafted concejpons put together. 

§ 35. Dr. Gals juftly remarks: " One 

would 
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Would won<tor a thing of this nature Ihould Iw^ 
capable of ib much difpute : for if it is 1^ /«^ 
0iiuted^ it ought not to be pra^ifedi and. if it 
be inftituted, it fliould feeii^ impojffible for any 
mt to fee it. —We are confident be has declared 
bis 'wiU to us, in this and all other articles of 
like confequence, with all neceffar^ tvidence y and 
what he hath ^ not taught us with z fu§uent 
clearn^^^ he ne^qer deftgned for the objedl of obe- 
dience*/* It therefore follows, that in propor- 
tion as^ we can extend our charitable opinioQ 
to the integrity^ ehrifiian. honejiy^ ' and moderatt 
uipacity of the numerous lift of authors lately 
quoted ; our Lord *' neiter deftgned for the ob- 
jeft of our obedience," the plpmging any under 
water^ for the purpofe of chriftian baptifm, wha 
had been before folemnly admitted inta the vi- 
fil^le church of Chrift by having pure water 
pouted on them^ whereby they were tinged^ wa/b^ 
edy or ceremonially purified^ that is, baptized^ i^ 
the name of Father, Son, and Spirit. 

The fame author has the following remark, 
able declaration : " The word B<»7rlifv, perhaps 
«* docs not fo ncceflarily cxprefs the a^ion of 
'* putting under water, as in general the thing's. 
•* being in that conditiony no matter how it 
♦* comes lb, whether it is pyt into the watei^ 
" or the water comes omr it-, tho' indeed to 
^ put it into t^ water is the tno^ natural and 
♦* the mo/i common^, arid is therefore ufually and 
•* pretty conftantly, but it may b^ not neceffarily^ 

^ implied 
* Refle^ooar on Wall's Hifioxyi p« ^i. 
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'* implied*/' This judicious refloSHon was oc- 
cafioned by a paflage in Aristotls (Dc Mi- 
rabil. Aufcult.) " They relate [fays he] of the 
** Phoenicians, who inhabit a place called Ga^ 
deira [or Cadi%\ that failing beyond the pillars 
of Hercules, with an caft wind four days, tliey 
came to certain defert places full of bulrufhes 
and fea-wceds: which, when it is at ebb, (fm 
iSa9rIkf«rda») are not Wit; but when it is ilow- 
ing tide, (xmlaxXv^icr^i) are everwhelmed.** How 
pertinent the above rcfle£iion, * as funded on 
this paflage ! The word does not exprefs the aSfion 
but condition. No ntatter how it comes Ji. To put 
a thing into the water^ when baptized^ not necef- 
Jartly implied. But on the following claufe we 
muft diftinguiih. " To put a thing into the 
water is the moft natural and the moft common^ 
afwl is therefore ufually and pretty conftantly im- 
plied.'* If r\Qt always implied, who is to de- 
cide that it is requifite in the chriftian ordi- 
nance? It IS neitlier natural nor common for a 
coaft to be plunged into the fea. The queftion 
then returns ; fince the application of the thing 
to the water^ or the application of the ' water t9 
Aht things depends on the nature and circum- 
ftances of the thing itfelf^ which of thcfe modca 
of application is the moft natural, common, and 
convenient, in reference to a human perfon? 
linpartiality replies : Both modes are naitural, Vind 
both are conrunon, for flifFerent purpofes. A 
nurfe, for inftance, wajhes a child without im^ 
* merCon; 
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tnerfion ; but for medical p'urpofes brings it into 
a Jlate of wetnefs^ by imtnerfion* The ftme may 
be obferved of adults^ the mode is natural and 
common acoMrding to the end propofed, whe- 
ther for mere pleafure, for cleanfing, for medi- 
cal purpofes, or for moral ends^ &c. But the 
application, in chriftian baptifm, being for ?noral 
ends^ the quefti^n comes now clofer. What 
mode of application is the rtioft natural, and 
nioft commodious, and therefore ought to be 
the moft common? We anfwerj That which 
moji fitly reprefents the principal thing fignified 
thereby. And this being the imparted influences 
of the Spirit, the mode of applying the figni- 
ficant element to the fubje£f is moft proper. 

§ 36. But the Dodor ftill objeas : « i3»«- 
It^'fi^dtfi being ufed here to fi^ify the land w^s 
tmder water, by th? waters coming in upiin iiy 
:|nd not by its being put into the watery fome 
perhaps may think it a confiderable objeftion : 
but it will be found of no advantage to our* 
advcrfaries, if it be obferved, that it here neceC* 
farily and unyoidably imports to be under wo* 
tei\ or to be overwhelmed or covered with 
water*." I think not. For Aristotle only 
feys, " The places were not baptized i'* which we 
are fure meam not^ plunged^ or dipped y which 
we are equally fure does mean wety as oppofed 
to dry\ but have no grounds to fay it means 
^V/9 be imder wei/Ur^** without beggjing th$ quefp^ 

tiOB. 
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' But how (hall we reconcile the foregoing / / 
conceffion, with the following bold aflertion? ' ' 
•* I can't fee but the word baptize necejfarily 
includes dipping in its fignificationf.*' Now, 
dipping is ejfential\ before, dipping was not ne^ 
cejfarily implied. What contradi6lion ! In the 
following words the defiance becomes more 
ftrong and loud : " I may challenge any man 
to (hew a Jingle injlance of it, except in feme 
ccclefiaftical writers of the latter corrupt times, 
who retaining the words of the inftitution, and 
altering the thing, do, in this cafe indeed, but 
00 other, extend the word into a wider fenfe : 
but prufane authors, who lay under no fuqh biafs, 
have made no fuch alteration. 'Tis evident 
from them^ the primary meaning is fimply to dipy 
not only into water, but any matter*." But 
what is this elfe than to build with one hand, 
tnd to pull down with another? Was not 
Aristotle a profane Author ? And does not 
* he njfe the word, in a plain narration^ ,whcre it 
would have been ahfurd to fpeak by an extra- 
vagant figure^ in a fenfe which excludes dip- 
ping ? Whereas, if we confider the word ^aw1*f<* 
as a generic term here, as we have fhewn it to 
be in the Septuagint, Apocrypha, and New 
Teftament, the fenfe is natural and plain with- 
out a figure ? •' The places were not wet zx low 
water." But would any hijiorian or philojopher^ 
much lefs an Aristotle, fay^ " Tbe. places 
were not plunged! at low water?" Dipping is 

an 
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an action ; and if the term docs not neceflWly 
cxprcfs the a£tio» of putting under water, it; 
does not neceflarily exprefe dippings Befidcs,. 
•' a thing's being in general in the condition of 
being under water, no matter how it comes 
fo," makes the term to be evidently general i 
as what is intended by it may be efFe<aed .by 
Afferent modes^ fuch as aSuiion, perfufion, im^ 
merlion) inundation, &c. 

But ** the primary meaning is fimply ^ 
£p.** By what evidence is this aifertion fup^ 
ported? ^od mere^ ajfertuty mere negari fuffiaK 
A bare denial is fufficient to a mere aflertion* 
What is the feireft and moft equitable rule 
for deciding this matter? Muft not that be 
properly and truly the primary meaning of ^ 
term, to which all the various acceptations of 
k in approved authors ultimately, and mofi natw^ 
raUy refer, as the branches of a tree to one 
common (lock, or the fevcral fpecks to a com-^ 
mon genus ? And if two or more meanings be 
fet up as competitors for that prim;urinefs, how 
fhall their rcfpeibive claims be afcertainec^ but 
by appealing to authors where the term is ufed^ 
and to the common fenfc of ^ capable' judges? 
If all the inftances produced, or that may be 
produced, refer to the ene in a plain and eaf/ 
manner, but many of them cannot refer to the 
0thsr without the fuppofitlon of. extravagant y?^ 
gures and elliptical fupplies, common jfenfe de-» 
termines that the former has the moft ^quitabl^ 
claim. Which ever ftands cleareft of all jufi 
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exception that may be iM^ought ;^infl it from 
approved authors, when duly examined and 
compared, mn& needs have the beft title to the 
frhnarj meaning. 

Now I alfo in my turn ^^ challenge any man 
to (hew a fmgU inftance** which is not plainly 
and naturally compatible' with what I have aU 
along inMed on as the primary meaning of 
Pav\J^t>'y vvL. fkcramentally, to purify ywni. philo- 
logically, to itngcj wety Sain, to impregnate with 
a different fubfhmce or tonality, &c. in both 
cafes the word is a genus^ and confequently 
cannot be dipping, which is a fpecific a^on. 
To produce inftances where dipping is implied, 
^does ^not ^e6fc my dodrine; for I maintain, 
in p^fe£l confiftency widi it, that dipping is a 
Jecondary meaning: and, therefore, wherever it 
is ufed for dipping, it is ufed in a fecombry 
fenfe. But this fecoodary sKceptation never de* 
ftroys or offers violence to the primary, but 
impties ft. Now the weanii^ which Dr. Gale 
fets up ^s a candidate for primarinefs, needs no 
other evidence to lay aiide its pretenfions than 
fcveral of thofe very inftances which he himfelf 
has produced in ftipport of what he patronizes. 
And in proportion as thefe inflances, to which 
he appeals as the fopporters of bis hypothefis, 
are incompatible with it ; while at the fame 
time they perfedly agree with that for which 
I contend; they may be not improperly ranked 
among the concejfions of our opponents. 

% 37. The following inftance, from Homer, 

will 
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will (hew that the idea of dipping is abfolutely 
excluded from the term, which for that reafoti 
cannot poffibly be the primary meaning of it. 
In his Batrachomyomachia^ or the ludicrous mock- 
heroic poem of the Battle of the mice and frogs^ 
he rcprcfcnts one of the croaking champions 
ftruck with a panic, and fallen into the lake. 
Then ortc of the nibbling heroes gave him a 
deadly wound ; " He ceafed to breathe, (t0izwli% 
y enfiot\i A*/x>u) and the lake was ttnged with 
blood*/* , Dr. Gale takes no fmall pains to 
make this pailage tally with his hypothefis. 
But it is " labour in vain.** He begins with 
'fuppofing what (hould have httn proved. "The 
phrafe we muft confider, is borrowed from the 
dyers^ who colour things by dipping them in 
their dye rand to this the poet plainly ^iy/w/^i.'' 
Pray how did the Dr. know that the phrafe 
is " borrowed from the dyers?** Had he any 
right or reafon in faying this? Was not the 
natural or accidental Jiaining equally open to 
the poet, as the artificial one? And why muft 
he go fuch an unnatural round to borrow of 
the dyer, what his own beloved ftorehoufe, 
nature, contained in greater perfefiion ? Or if 
borrowed from arty in oppofition to nature, 
why may not another fay: " The phrafe^ we 

nmft 

• It If obfervable that Dr., Gali himielf rendert the wor<! 
here, tingid\ and Mr. PARVsLiy correded by Mr..PorB, thutt 
** Gafping he rolli, a purple^ f^ream of blood 
<* Diftaifu the furface of the filver flood.*' 
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muft conGdcr, is hormoed from the ftainers or 
-painters^ who colour things without dipping them, 
but lay the varnifli, ftain, or colour on : and 
to thii the poet plainly alludes V* 

** Dyers colour things by dipping them ht their 
dye.** What things ? Let us not cofrfaund things* 
The queftion is not how they colour wool^ chth^ 
&c. but how thdr water in the vat is coloured 
^by the i3«f«fM», the materia tin^oriaf 1£ it be 
abfurd to fay, that they dip the water to make 
it red, purple, &c. it muft be equally fo to 
fuppc^e the word refers to that fpecific mode 
of tin^ng which is by dipping. In this paf- 
lage the colouring matter is the gafping croaker's 
bloody which turns the colour of the lake as 
the dyer*s ingredients do the water in the vatj 
if there be any allufion at all to the artf 

" Not that the lake was actually dip- 
ted in bloody but deeply ftained** Here is a fair 
conceffion of my point. For the lake was 
actually tinged or ftained, but not dipped at all. 
Having thus yielded ,the caufe which he un* 
dertook to defend, in the plained terms, our 
author (huffles again by adding: " To heighten 
our idea, he exprefles it, with the ufual liberty 
of poets, by a word which fignifies more than 
whiat ist ftriifly true, which is the nature of 
all hyperboles** That there is an hyperbole in 
the defcription I grant 5 but deny that any part 
of the figure is contained in the word t0awl»U. 
For, that fo trifling a quantity of blood as 
could iflue from the wound of a /rog^ (hould 

be 
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be fuppofed to tii^e a lYhoIe idke^ is extrmiely 
hyperbolical o£ itfelf j and to foppoTe - that tte 
poet involves in the fame phrafe ^mthsr hyper- 
bole of the moil unnataral and extravagant 
Icind, .lA^ithout ^y ncceffity (4:at. par,) is totle- 
mand a licenoe in ^riticifm which the moR. lt» 
centious poet would i^e aihamed to require. -^ 
Thus the literal fenfe is, Tie laki was xrNaBD 
ntfVA blood \ but the figure cofififts in afcribing 
fo prodigious an tfkSt to fo linaA a caufe. 

"But vffvifj 4D<ramy iic. are to be uuderjiood 
here to qualify the kerning extravagance of the 
cxpreflion.'* Indeed Were theiextravagance only a 
jcimtng one, fome relief may . be had from fijch 
auxiliaries; but what liceafc can juffify a r^al 
extravagance ? ^ Is it ptff^le ^r cpngruans in na^ 
iure for a lake to be dipped? If not, the fup- 
{XTfitipn of *^ 41$ it werey^ or ^ as tfi it bad 
^eeriy* has no tendency at all la mend the mat- 
ter. Or is it natural^ <jn fuppofition lof a me- 
t^hor, to compaDB the hke to the d)rer'^ cloth 
cor wool, arather than his vat? Whereas if we 
*:q>pcrfc an aJlofion tx> the latter^ the idea will be 
dear and ftrildng, tbo* iii^ly metaphorical, thus : 
The 'whole water of the lake was fo greatly co- 
IcHired with the croaker's blood, as if it had 
been the water in a dyer's ' copper, ftrongly 
impregnated with an ingrc&ent deeply red. 

On the whole it appears, that Hombr (for 
the poem is generally afcribed to him) ufes the 
word |S«9r7» in this place in the fenfe which I 
call primary without aay figure at all, viz. to 

tinge^ 
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to tir^e^ to impregnate with himudiiy, Cbtow, 
&c. by thi& or the other mode, a^ording t^ 
circumftiRces and 21s the nature of the cafd 
requires. But whenever /?«W)v fignifies to dip 
or phinge,. ^* it coatiimes to figniff the fiimt 
tkingj in ibme refpe£fc or other s'^ for m that ~ 
cafe we may £iy, that the allufion is not only 
to tke dying itfelf, but srifo to the ufual m^dt 
of impregnating cloth, -wociy &c. with the in- 
tended colouv^ and, whidi defenres peculiar no- 
tice, the term never fignifics to dip /of its 
own fak4^ bot ahrays as a mean or mode of 
effcAhig fomethdng elfe^ even as dippiing is in 
tardgrto ije, ^ 

^ 38. Aristophanes (ifi^iK, kSt* I. Seen. 

ill.} obferves that Msgnss^ an old comedian 

of Athens^ ufed to (have the face^ and (Souiri^^ 

l^m /?»Vx«»'**?) ^^fiain it with tawny coteurs." 

On which pai%e Dr. Gwt thus rdfteds: 

'* He Ipeafcs of the homely entertainments of 

the ancient tfieaitre^ where the a£lors danhti 

themfehres with lees of wine, and any odd co« 

lours, before Eschylvs reformed if, and in* 

trodttced tke ufe of maflcs and vifors. Aris- 

TOTHAtfES exprefies this by ff»v%f»»90i j&»Vx»*<>k ; 

natt that he f^ofes they dippItd ifmr fifce$ im- 

TO the colsuTy hut rather sMfiARSi> tht colour 

ON their fetceu^* Having thus yielded bis caufe^ 

by what expedient does oms autbor attempt ta 

recover it ? — Here is a manif^ a&tjion to the art 

of dying. T© wliom ia it manifeft ? It i« not 

felf^etfideat, and the Do£tor offers nor the leaA 

Vol. II. H hint 
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hint to prove it % nor does there appear to me 
any Aifficieat reafoa affignable for the ailertion. 
But I have this reafon againft the aiTertton. It 
is not fau-, nor agreeable to the joft rules of 
criticifoi, to interpret the words of an author 
allufively, iinprq;>erly and metaphorically, ex*. 
eept when plain necejjky urges. But here \s no 
ncceffity) even pretended, but what arifes from 
a begging of the queftion in dirpute. What 
a round about way is it, nay, how abfurd, to . 
make the writer in rdating a plain faSf^ ufe a' 
language fo highly metaphorical, without any- 
manner of neceflity ? To fay that the old co« 
median ftained^ tinged^ befmeared his face, or the 
like, is plain and dired ; what need then of fup- 
pofing that it vras fo befmeared as if it had 
been dyedy which dying as an art is ufually, 
(tho* not neceffiurily) performed l^ the means 
or mode of dipping? Were it indeed once al^' 
lowed that the word literally figni6es to dip, the 
laws of criticifm would require a metaphorical 
interpretation ; for, as it js well known, the 
improper and figurative ufe of terms does not 
alter the literal fenfc, otherwife the very fbun* 
dation of figures and allufions would be deftroy- 
ed. But this I will not allow, widiout further 
evidence* On the contrary, I infift that it lite- 
rally fignifies to tingej or the like, and that inr 
the place under confideraticm the word is ufed 
in its literal import. 

Again, Aristotle fays (Hift. Animal. Lib» 
V. cap. 15.} : '^ But when prefled {0awlu Mait 
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«»0i{ii Tt»» xF*f^) i^ tingis the hand and gives it 
a florid colour/' * If the word in fuch places^ to 
borrow the Do£lor*s language, ** fignifies literally 
- nothing but to dip^ &c. the fenfe, if it muft be 
fuppofed there can be any, will be abfurd, as 
well as moft grofsly falfe. For, indeed, what 
can be more ridici^oas, than for a man feri« 
oufly to talk of dipping a lake or rirer, &c. in 
blood ? or of a lady's dipping her face in ver« 
million, when (he adorns it with artificial co- 
lour? which, on the contrary, *tis^ known muft 
be more artfully laid on ?" Or, to fay that a 
man's hand muft needs be dipped, dfe it cannot 
be tinged when it prcfles or f<iueezes a juicy 
fubftancei " I readily grant,** adds our author, 
*' the words as they ftand in the paffiiges re- 
f«Ted to, are not literally true. And if it could 
be ima^ned the authors intended they JhouU ie 
literally underjlood^ they would appear very ridi^ 
cuhus, and deferve the utmoft conten^." Truei 
on his hypothcfis, but not on mine. For what 
can be a more natural and confpicuous mean- 
ing, than^ that a lake is tinged with blood ; the 
face or hand Jimned with any tingent liquid ? 
For a man ferioufly to talk of dippimO r« fuc6 
cafes is ridiculous. But Aristottle talks of a 
matter of fatSt, and that with his ufual philofo- 
pWc ferioufnefs j therefore, to afcribe to the Sta- 
girite fo figurative a language as ** it plunges,' 
#r dips the hand,'* for " it ftains, or colours 
the hand" is (cat, par,) highly abfurd. 

" There is another paflage in Aristopha- 
H % NE$ 
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OT& (%s the Ooiftof ) vrry /fv»^ tp tU^ fai^ 
purpofe, [u ^. Ui fayqur of the eflemi^uy of 
4if>p^ig] which UoAyever fooiQ p^b^ps^ ipay fai;i-». 
cy f;^YWr? the contrary: 'tis i^ his PtirJ^^^nt 
ef w(^wn^'' At^ pr^y wb^t i^ thi? bpaftc4 
p?iff?ge> which i$ fo jSnwj: ag^ft ysj? Why^ 
tb^ pqet obfcrve^: " FirA (jS^urlvtri) t;bey w/^ 
^ Vfool '^ w^rqi wa^er, ^ccqrdipg; tp tiie. oJ4 
cuftpnjirt" And vfhat h^s the Refl^api: tp b^ 
gn iti You (hall feear, <^ Here the wov4 m^ 
1^ Viojhingy as Mr. Wall voyJ4 feav^ itj| 
qpd-^SmpAa^ and Phavprinus ift^ej;prct it. b^f 
ii:Xv«i<Fb vluch PtiKV on ai\ptheir oc|c;;^epn r^^, 
4e^ eb^nf^ i. ^ /A^ «?# oi4i ^ St?]?hen^ 
C%y% it ifeiifica lave J' W"as npt Mn WA^t, 
an4 are npt his other opponents, highly obliged 
IP ];Hn^ for this conceffion? No dpubt. $,iH^ 
^]^c'i3(ierit oi^ t^c deed, aptwithflwidio^ is n,p< 
g^t* F^i* be enjdes^vQurs to retake what )>^ 
fe ftccly gave. Nay, h? thi^Iw to gain ad- 
y^t?ig^ by it: ** Jn^le^d of prejudicipg^ fays he, 
tl^ft wiU be found greatty to confirm my cau(e» 
for v\ VJafi)ing^ wool is and miUl be 4^^^ and 
pijt i^ito the w^ei^" But let^ u^ not forg^t^ 
^« the wajbing^^ hcfe iti^pHed^, allowedjy apd inr 
^nteftiblyj, figi^^ the cUtfpfwg of the wpp^; 
and it is equally clca^, that fuch c^e^fmg. i? 
not impM in the dipping of it, or th^t th^ 
fcpuiWig' intend^ is not the necejfaty effk^ of 
dipping; qonfeqi^ntly, that dipping is incukquai^ 
to exprefc tl^e meaning. Wajhing^ implies rhor^ 
than dippiagi d^Qting fometh^g fv^ ^^4 ^7^^^ 

that. 
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that. \Vt Wbuld, tbercfoi^i fain khov<^) if ^iri»^» 
fignlfies literaliy neither mofet nor left than tyy 
dip-^ by what figure ^ of fpeech, ahd by what ca- 
rroh of critidftn^ it coJiivts to figriify artd (howlA 
be rendered tavo^ elua^ to wap^ to t*;^/^ 4t^? 
Whien this is done, we, in our turn, will ^^ 
^ge, on the fame principles, to fliew, that Eairl4>. 
Is k generic te^'m. 

But wool is and mnft ^e dipped in otder h 
wajh iL Wferd Dt*. Gill's doarine true, "that 
there is n6 w'^lhing but by dipping j" thi^ 
v^otild bt an eaiy confequ^nce. But this Ih^nge 
ipfi dixit need no other argument to confrcmc 
it than k clean face. However^ " tvo^l muji ht 
dipptd.** If the mcanii^ bc^ " it is abfolutety 
necejfary iox its being cleanfed by water/' toi*^ 
it in J I deny the aflertion. And on the con- 
trary infift, that plain ocular dcmonftration lies 
againft it. Whereas all cleanfing by water im- 
plies, neceflarily, what I maintain is the primary 
meaning of ^viu» 

§ 39. MAkcus Antoninus: (Lib. ili. % 4.) 
Speaking of a tnan of real worth, fays : ** He 
is one (^tx<tw<n;>D 0t0aiAfAw» «k jSado^,) jufiitia Peini' 
tus imbutum thoroughly Jeafoned or imbuid with 
juftice." Again (Lib. v. § 16.) he fays : ** Your 
mind will be fvlch as the things you irloft ofteh 
think of; for the foul (^ATrlila*) is imbuedy or 
thefkredy by the tlibughts* Thcl-eforfe, (^i) 
imhue^ tini^m% br feafon it v^ith frcqu^t thought* 
of this kind, &c.*' Once more^ (Lib. vi. § 30. J 
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V*^ Sec that ^you be not conformed to the Cae- 
fers, (fii Pm^<i) left you \)Q flained^ or infec^ 
Udn.'* Of this laft inflanec Dr. Gale acknow* 
ledges, *^ That the period [that is, on his hy- 
pothefis] is extretnely elliptical, and ftands in 
need of fupplements to make out the fenfe in 
another language, v/herein that defeflive form is 
not in ufe." But whether it ftands in need of 
his fupplementary aid, as it were dip^dj let the 
following annotation of the very learned Ga- 
.TAKER on the place teftify: " N« tingaris^ ne 
inficiaris : ne mores aulici genuinum animi canr 
doretn obfufcent : quod, inquinamentum comhihere^ 
Septimius dix^t, (De Spe6lac, c. 14.)" He 
then refers to Homer, II. iv. 141. as an illuf- 
tratipn. 

Also to Virgil, Mxi. xii..67. 
Indum fanguineo veluti violaverit oftro 
Si quis ebur,— — J 

And 

* " As vhen fome fiately trappings are decreed 
To grace a monarch on hit bounding ftee4« 
A nymph in Caria or Mxonu bred, 
Ztaitn the pure iv'ry with a lively red ; 
With equal hiftre various colours vie. 
The fluAtng whitenefs, and the Tyrian dye: 
So^ great Atrides 1 ibow*d thy, iacred blood, 
.^Aa down thy faowy thigh diftiU*d the ftreamlng flood* 

Wz may leani fmm hence {fays Mr. Povt) that the Lydians 
and Cariaai were famous in the firft times for their Jiaimng in 
furp.'e, and that the women excelled in works of ivcry.*' 
I With pity touched, the fair Laviaia hears 
Her K«ther*s cries, and^ aafwers with her teao. 

A 



,y Google 



Clu 4. Ttrtns Baptize and Eaptlfm. t^t 

And afterwards fubjoins : " Qaod nos dicete- 
mus, Tkat you be not stained : nam quod Graeci 
fi»«»N«y et jSeMm) nos dicimus to staik/^ 

Plato, (De Repub. Lib, iv.) compares. the 
method of training up foldiers, to the method 
of giving wool the beft dye 5 and tho' the paf- 
fage be fomewhat long, yet the word's occur- 
ring, in different forms, feven or eight times, 
may be a fufficient apology for tranfcribing it : 
*' Know ye not, faid I, that the (i?«^m«) dyers 
[Mass. fullones]^ when they wi(h (5»4'«» inficere) 
to Jiain^ tinge^ or tincture wool, that it may 
be of a purple hue, chufe, in preference to 
all other colours, the whiteft of the fleece: 
Then they prepare and work it with immenfc 
pains, that it may take the bloom in the bed 
^manner ; and fo at length (g«irl««ri they, Jioin^ 
or give the dye to it. And (to PcL(fh) what is 
dyedy or tin^ured, becomes unalterably fo, when 
thus (^«^fi) tinged \ nor can any waftiing either 
by fair water, or any preparations for the pur- 
pofe, difcharge the blooming colour. But what 
has not been thus prepared, you know how it 
turns out; for whether one (^awlp) put on^ im^ 
pregnate^ it withj that, this, or any other colour, 
it never looks well. I know, faid he, that fuch 
colours are eafily wafhed out, and have at beft 
H 4 but 

A lovely blufii the modeil virgin warmi. 
Glow* in her cheek, and lights up all her channi^ 
So looks the beauteous iv*ry, flmtui with red ; . 
So rcfes mtit with lilies in tiie bed. 
Blend their rich fanes 

P«TT*- 
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but a fordid appearaQcc.— RefloSl, then^ that 
when we chufc fddiers, and inftruft tlietn in 
mufic and the gymnaftic art, it is cair wiih, 
as far as in us lies, to effe(^ fomewhat fimikr. 
We aim at nothing elfe but to prepare them) 
in the beft manner poffible, to receive the laws, 
which are as it were (jRxfijy) a d^s that i^ 
their opinion of things, whether direful or other* 
wife^ may be properly and unaherably fijwdi 
and that, being thus formed by a proper dif- 
cipline, their {fiecfptiy) ttndfure may not be Wa^h-^ 
cd out by any thing of the moft powerfully cx^ 
pelling nature, whether pkafure, &c»** The 
I>o£h>r in reflecting on this paflage refet^ to 
Gataker*s learned note on MAitc. Anto^. 
Lib, iii. § 4* as tending to illuftrate his affgr^ 
ilm I what ai&rtion he refers to I know not % 
but if he intends what he aflerted at the be* 
ginning of his quotations, (p. 94.) ** That the 
word baptine ncceffarily includes dipping in iti 
fignification," I venture to affirm the note has 
no fuch tendency ; nor is there one quotatioft 
which docs not perfeftly agree with my general 
pofition. 

-§ 40. Let the foregoing examples, out of 
many, fuffice for the primitive. But what the 
Do£lor grants concerning &am\i^:a is, if necef&ry,, 
Ml more in our favour: " Bejddes, fays he, 
the word puvli^uy perliaps, does notfo neceflarily 
exprefs the aftion of putting under water, as in 
general a thing's being in that condition, no 
matter how it comes fo, whether it is. put in- 
to 
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t# the waiA-, or . the water com^ dm it jf 
tJl6»* indeed to pat it into the ♦rater U thrf 
moft liaturil way and the mdft commbh) and 
is theftfi^ ufti% a»d preftf cdnftanitly, but it 
iSA^ M HQft neee^»y ftniriied.^' The f^i&ger 
m AliritotiE, wlfi<ih ^x^orled ^i^ cbnoefflorv 
i^fibre He &Jr«, Aai ** the ihd^ ^zi i^ to^ 
//«i^ :ri ^" we hm txrfbrt tonfldettdj ttf 
^hteli the rwdcr is referred (fee % 2^i 3*-) ^^^^ 
iHft^ce* will >fti#|^ th6 fotegoifig cbheeflteri. 

Homer (II. xvi. 333. J dtfcrtWs Aj/ti fciti 
lifi^ GifcofeiTMJs^ tfetttt " Me flruch him aefbfs 
tM fidokfMi^ltlritehefsivy fwoMi (i^&r t vti^foo^. 
^^ dtjiM!^ ^t«d ttik Whd6 fv^ord became «;^«k 

mti tiftr lft!]f6d<'^ HdMEk's i^itSSffUAri i§ cx^ 

l^ahieTl by Psfieio-^DiDVKItsy by tfid^ta^ Witli 
ar ^i^W td AieW h6W fMd!l tfa^ Mord wtas ^ 
tef/ii; /»/M ^ ^^'^ ^iM tfh^ reeling Uodbb 
And iJloitYs^ BA4]feAiti>* (Cbntermhg the 
jfeetry of IftWlE*^ ' § ^.> rt^*f»rei : " Th^t ia 
tkSi I^h^afe tl»i^ i^ k ptt^Hi^ eea^se&Si whiefaL 
confiAs in this^ that the fword W^d fe ^AiiRi&^t^y 
weUe^ c» ftcAned^ tk evert to be Wahned" 

BrihAti^ ipMCing^ of Ale^A^^R leiding hi« 
Tinny b^ a nkrA^W i^f^r betwdlen' mpitnt Qtimsat. 
ahdf the ^ o^fci^^^s?: « The fcldfeisf mirch^dr ip^ 

'/Af w)?r tb th6 W^e.*' 

HERfAC£iDi» ^6Ki^icu^ whelT itovaiizing 
th^ f2hl^ wiSetl ileij^rtffenl^ Mar^ as" takeii iil 
a mitr by VdLtAlfy Obfertf^:? «^ NkparvN* ir 
H s inge- 
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ingenbufly fuppofed to be rcjfcmng Mars from 
Vulcan; becaufe, wb^ a piece, ctf- iroQ 
thoroughly heited is tak^ from the forge^ 
men, {llA /3»WKtt?«i) it is cooled with water;, 
and the ; thing f(>r€ed to • a heat, bom its own 
nature^ (gMi x0^«47i9M^f) when it has been /^-*. 
tinguiJM^y water, is reftored. to reft v'* i. e^ the 
fire heating the iron^ has it in its cuftody ; but 
water ai^lied to it in any , manner^ weakens, 
the captivating power of the fire, and, as it. 
were, fcts the iron at liberty. 

PtUTARCH, in his Ti^eatife of £ducati<my 
cosnpares the. method 'of infiruAing childrtn to 
riiat of watering plants. " For as plants^ are 
nouriflied by moderate waterings, but pine away 
if thefe are too frequent 5 in like manner the 
mind, by well proporticmed labours^ is improved, 
but when thefe are mcMre than enough (|3«ir2»f(dai) 
it is drtncbedJ* The comparifoQ is evidently 
introduced, as , appears by the , conne^ioQ, to 
ihew the impropriety of teaching' children to§ 
rhany things at once. 

If this pa&ge (hould feem a little olfcure^ 
fays Dr. Gale, I muft' refer y<Ai, Sir, to what 
I have faid' before." I do not wonder that 
diis placer appeared ohfcure to the Dodor, while 
viewing it tluro' the medium fSrhii I^fpothefis; 
but while^^an imp^htial eye views -it thro' any 
either medium, it appears fufBdenlly prfptcmut. 
The intelligent reader wMl eafily perceive that 
all the ' ^fcurity^ confiite in PitUtakch's com-- 
puingithe iaptking of .j^c^'s mjndsy while 
. •; r ' their 
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thdr teachers inftil vsurious inllrufiions: Into them^ 
to a gardener's pouring water upon bis plants f 

Th£ laft mentioned author, (Paral, Grsec. 
Rom.) fpeaking ot a Roman general a little be- 
lore be died of his wound, fays : '^ He fet up 
a trophy, and, (ff^vli^ai) witting, or Jlaining his 
hand in the blood, he wrote this infcrip- 
tion, &c/* 

Ths only apology I ihall make for dwel- 
ling fo long on a fubjed, which to fome read- 
ers may af^ear prolix, is one drawn up for 
another, purpofe, yet perfedly fuited to my 
defign: " A thing of this nature^ and fo evi-^ 
dent, did not indeed need to have been fo 
laigely treated as it has already been: but the 
unaccountcfbU tenacity of our antagoniAs havf 
made it neceflary to be very particular*.'* 

To conclude; this branch of evidence from 
profane writers, produced by Dr. Gale in fup- 
port of. his own hypothcfis, with his remark- 
able concei&ons, may be pertinently dofed with 
his concluding fcntence a little improved. ** I 
know (iays he) it [Sct%iil^u'\. fignifies to w^Jh as 
a eonfeqtunce oi jdippingi but fo likewife it does 
to wet, colour, dye, &c." The improvement 
as tlie juft refult of the preceding examination, 
(lands thus : I jmow it fignifies to dipy as a 
mode qS wajhings fo likewife it 'does of wetting^, 
colouring, dying, ice, 

§ 4t. BxFORf i difmiis this opponent, I 

muft not omit an examination of his appeal to 

H 6 . the 

* Dr. Gaj^b's RdkftUmiygp, tia. 
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the dofirtae of genus and jpeciiSy m^aixhy if I. 
am not in a great! miftake, amoimta to a fair 
canceffim in favour of my principfe. ^* I need 
not^ iaya lie, repeat the obfervations of lo^d* 
ans about their fiuera zstA. /pedes y, yet give me 
leave only to tranfcctbe one canon bom Aris<* 
*T0Ti.i.. (Topic. Lib. iv. c^ i.) « The 
fpecies includes the definition of the germs^ and* 
all tbat is in it> but not t^^ verfaJ* Doling 
iAclodes wafhing, but wafhing docs not include 
dipping \ for there «ia]F be a waihing by pour- 
iftg, &c. \:' To tins may be added the frf- 
lowing wovds of Mr. Jenkins, m a loiaU 
pamphtet htcly publfflied: .^ There is a remark 
which I wonder is not more attemted to by 
the writers on baptifioi^ becaufe I think it may 
be depended on as z. cantm rf eriiiafmj and^ 
would vedoce the difpute about the meaning of 
thi» wont IbapttT^e}. into a very Imatl con^Nift; 
I mean, that ^ Wbere a woord. i» ufed ki 
^ a pfimary and fecendmy fenfe, the Jecmdmry 
^ fenfe can oever eontradid t^ prhmnj^ 
<^ bnt mv/k carry in k that leading idea^ 
<^ as in natural hi&ory, every Jpedes muft 
*^ carry in it the leading idea 0^ the genus 
^^ iStat comprehends it.*'— The contrary foppo*. 
fition involves aa abfurdityy and renders die 
n»aningof words totally iceptical.— Formjown 
part (adds the fame author) I am confident sdft^ 
that widiout maintaining thk remark the Bap-^ 
ii& minifiers will never b» able to eftaUifti kn^ 

m^erflbn 

1^ MMioai^ p. i7€^ 
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merfioa as the cxclaiive meaaing erf" the word 5 
for tho' it may be adnaitted, that in fame cafes 
it figjnifies to dip, it will be as Arenuoufly in^ 
lifted, that ia other cafes it fignifies to fprinkle^ 
and that this mode is as good as the other*." 

It may well appear wonderful to, any thought- 
fol perfon, that our opponents Ihould attempt 
to explain and defend their caufe by the aids o( 
thefe logical diftinSions. For, on their hypo- 
tbcfis, the diftinition of genera and fpecies is 
abfolutely precluded. If dipping be a genusy 
what is the fpeeies ? If it be faid, dippings this 
makes both to be one and the fame things 
which is abfurd. If they fay> wajhingy or wet- 
ting, colouriagj dying, &c. are fpeeies, this is 
equally abfurd 5 and dire£^ly contradidlory to the 
canoa referred to. For Aristotle, and com- 
mon fenfe, declare, " that the fpeeies partake of 
or neceflarily implyy the genera> but not the 
contrary i" as white , is a. colour^ » lion is aa 
animal^ an angel is a creatu^e^ but not vice 
vetfa. Canfcquently„ according to the canon^ 
and oa the fuppo&tion» to wajh is to dip^ ta 
wet is to dipy \o colour h to dipy kc. Which 
is juft as tme,, as. To Jprinkle is to d^\ fop 
there may be wetting, without ^ dipping as well 
as fprinkJing, ti;//A^a/ dipping,^ Now it i» a mere 
evafion ta lay that waihing, wetting, &c.* may 
be dcme by dipping 5 for if there be any wa/b^ 
ingy any wettings &c* which does not include 

dipping. 
^ Beauty of BeHercrs* FaptiTm,. p* 6» Mir. 
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dipping, wafliing and wetting cannot be a Spc^ 
cies of dipping. For, as Aristotle obferves 
(Topic, Lib, iv. cap. i. § 2.) we ihould con- 
fider, El riM^ fXD »t«hyo^iiI«i, whether there be any 
fpecies to which the genus is not apjdicablc ? ^ 
Thus, to borrow the Stagirite's illuftratton, 
if we fay that good is the genus of pU<^re^ 
we (hould inquire, whether there be any fUafure 
which is not impUed in good i for tfien, it i$ 
xnanifeR, good is not the genus of pleafure^ be« 
caufc the genus is predicable by all the fpecies 
contained under it. Then we (hould confider, 
that if any thing may be, or may not be, 
applied to the fuppofed genus, that fuppofed 
genus is but an - accident. For inftance, if it • 
be predicated of any thii^ that it is white, and 
not white, white cannot be the genus, but an 
accident 5 b^caufe we call that an accident which 
may or may not be in a thing*. In like man* 
ner, if Ve fay that wetting is by dipping, and 
without dipping it ftd)ows that dipping is not a \ 
genus but an acddenty or mode of wetting. Dr. 
GitL feemed to be aware of tbefe abfurd con« 
fequences, when, to^ avoid them, he ventured on 
this aflertion, which i^ fairly confuted, to oc« 
cular demonftration, ten thoufand times every 
day, **- That there b no walhing but by dip- 
ping !" Defperate inde^ muft be the caufe 
that requires fuch aids I 

Again/ if our opponents fix upon dipping 
fcr a genus, they would do well to demortftrate^ 

that 

• VM, AiitToT.^ Tofic LiK in cap, i, §' 4, 
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that what they call a genus k poffcfled of anp 
/pedes vrhatcver; for it cannot be that what par- 
takes of no fpecies, may partake of a genus *." 
But that dipping is pofleflcd of af^ JpecieSy or 
confequently is at all a genusj is I fuppole, 
what no one will deliberately undertake to fliew, 
at leaft wiU be able to provey while the logical 
world (lands. 

*' Dipping includes wajhingj but wajhing does 
mt include dipping,'* This is to fay. That (^p^ 
ping is a Jpecies^ and wajhing is the genus. 
Then it follows, if ffanli^u be a generic term, 
as w^ have abundantly proved it is, or be in. 
iifwne cafes applied where dipping is not neceila- 
rily included, as Dr. Gale grants,^ That dip- 
ping is^^ only a /pedes of baptising 5 and confe- 
quently, tluit there may be a baptizing without 
dipping: which was to. be demonftrated. 

§ 42. " We may venture to aflert, fay$ Mr. 
B. that the word baptifm certainly fignifies im- 
mcrfioOi whatever njeaning it may have bejides\ 
confequently, both candour, and prudence re^ 
quire us to embrace that acceptation, \n pre^ 
ference to any other." Very truej they muft 
be rather uneandidy and perhaps imprudent^ who 
deny imm^rfion to be z Jpedes qi baptizing:. 
for that evidently includes wetting, tinging, a 
contac^ofi of the perfon and the element, &c. 
And, for the fafnc reafon, we can have no 
higjh ©piiHon either pf the cand&ur or prudence 
©f thofc who deny that water poured, or fprink* 

♦ Ibid. Lib. if, cap^ I,. \ 8, et pal&si. 
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ltd, oh i peribft (cdei4 pan) are fiecies of bap- 
tising : for cither of thtfe includes wettings ting- 
ing, &c* and that not trfs r^/m/i/K th;tn the 
other. Do csmdotir ztti prudence, feem td fe« 
quire any to ad^pt the mdde of immarfing the 
fubjea, irt fteference to any other f fer be it 
fi-om u» to c4iidtmn as a z?//////)^ what out- Ure*- 
thren confcientioufly believe proceeds fr^rw fiK 
Krpe£tabie «n authority, afid wMch we are fat!s- 
fied i$ ^;2« >^^ 6f baptizing^ But do th^ 
aimabie virtiMS require any t0 conderfki as ^ 
n/zibVy what other brethreil (may i a<^, without 
offenoe, equally cmftientiom f) believe to btf ^g/*: 
agreeable W «he di^ifte LegiAat^s ^cotniAf f 
k tha^e any inttue itk nlakbig ihat ihtt badger 
of parties and carnsS 4r^ifioni in the cbutch^ 
which was gratio«fly intended Is » boindi of- 
general union? Is it pIrobaUef is it poflibfe, 
that the Head of his chureh flieuM rei^ukfe; that 
as the condition of mtrnberfb^, wMcto Hut^rs,^ 
who truly love him, and who a^M Ms aotlhv^' . 
rity, ean fee no evidence for^ after laborious aad- 
prayerful ioquiiies ? Was that eenfure of honeft 
BKr. BoNYAiv, who was hhnfelf a Bap^ift, too^ 
fevefe? ^^ In my fimple opinion yoitf rigid* and* 
chi«rcb-difquieiing principles^ are not fit fer any 
ajge and ftate <rf the ^hMch.-^I iby th^ ale* 
babes, and^ earn^ th:^ atMhpt tft^* br^fc: 
the peace and eomrinunidn of chttrcHe^ itho' 
upon no bettor pl^tences than stater %— I am 
flill of that ttktii^ mit 0^*^ be> Ui long< ^ } 



fee 
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fee the cffe6b that follow, vi*. the breach of 
LOVEi taking off chriftians from the more 
weighty things of God, and to make them 
quarrel and have heart-burnings one againft 
another*/* It muft ht allowed that Mr. B, 
hath faf furpafled his predcceflbrs, and there- 
fore deferves the paht^ in the glorious conteft 
rf ^^fittiJig the Ptedobapiijli together by tht eafs\\** 
but how happy (hould I be if rtiy hiimble at^ 
tempt (hovild procure me the Icfs fplendid ho»» 
Hour Kii peace-maker among brethren^ chitdrei^ of 
the fame family, and alike beloved of theif 
heavenly Father in all other reiJ>e(^S) y«t) on 
account of baptifm, falling out by the way i 

^ 43. From the preceding inveftigation we 
may draw the following obvious ur^UarieU 

(i) Carol/. If the terms berptimi and baptifm 
be generic tertm, comprehemling dUFerem fy^ 
ciiic modes of ceremonial purification, ^^ th^ 
•* mode is variable according to circum* 
ftances.'* Now where a pofitive divine law id 
BOt exprefs^ or where any latitudi is implied in 
the terms of it, the law of natures the principles 
of right reafon^ of chrifiian prudence^ and CDm-^ 
msn fenfe^ " require us to embrace that accep- 
tation, in pr^erevKe to any other," which is leaft 
burdenfotne and inconvenient. The part of the 
globe in which we live, the' civil cuftoms of a 
country, the conduit of our Lord and his apof- 
tles in reference to tliefe things, and many 

other 

• Works, toU i. ?• f5fj 153, f See Monthly Jlet, t<4l. Ittxi, 
p. 3U. 
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other circum/hncesj " require us ^o cmbraoB** 
ivhat is moft conformable to national decency 
and propriety, — t(;i&/» no divine lawy on the 
fuppofition, enjoins one circumftance of an zQXovi 
in preference to another. 

§ 44. (2) CorolL Since the mode is free and 
Tariable, The pradice of the Greek churchy 
y^hich our opponents fo often remind us of, is 
of no importance when urged againft usf. Nor 
do we fuppofe that another circumftance of bap- 
tifm obferved by them, the trine immerfion^ 
which is imdoubtedly of confiderable antiquity, 
is fufficient to nullify the ordinance. Tho' our 
opponents may find it, perhaps, as difficult to 
reconcile three immerfions and one dipping (£ph. 
iv. 5*} as their immerfion and our baptifm. 

S 4-5* (3) CoroU. From the premifes it al(b 
follows, that The primitive cuilom, tho' it 
were dipping invariably, »«/ill not fupport the 
effentiality of dipping^. *' A Queftion this, fays 
Mr. B. which regards both /iiiff and right.**. 
That I denyi for tho' it were proved to htfa^^ 
it would not follow that it was exclufively right. 
If it be meant that the pra6lice of John and 
the apoftles was validy he has no opponents ; 
In that fenfe^ therefore, the praSice was right. 
But theirs being right or valid, does not prove 
that ours is wron^ or invalid, fuppofing (with- 
out granting) that their mode and ours were 
different^ if, as we have proved, baptifm is a ge* 

neric 

f Sm Podoh. Eum. chtp, n paffim. • See Poedob« Sxtnu 

chap. iv. ftjfm. 
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neric term comprehending thofe fuppofed differ- 
ent modes. " They had too much knowledge 
and too much integrity to adminifter this branch 
of holy worfliip in a wtmg way." Granted. 
Yet fuppofing them to have invariably baptized 
by immerfion (which I do not believe was the 
f2i8t\ it only proves that they adopted a nriode 
which in their circumftances was eligible, tho* 
not exclufivdy binding. But " they were not 
ignorant that their piraStice was to be viewed 
as a pattern^ and to be confidered as a law*** 
What, every pari of their practice ? if not, which 
I fuppofe no one will bq inadvertent enough 
to affirm, why the mode of baptizing, any more 
thaa the mude of preaching, praying, finging, 
keeping the fabbath, &c. ?*' 

Mr. B. thinks it " ftrange to aftonifliment/* 
and " a wonderful phoenomenon in the religious 
world," that a number of authors he refers to, 
** (hould all unite in one attcftation, refpeiling 
the primitive mode of adminiftering this 
ordinance, even while they oppofed the Bap- 
tifts, for confidering immerfion as abfolute'y ne» 
cejfary to a compliance with the divme com- 
mand*." On tlie contrary, I think it a phoe- 
nomenon neither Jtrange^ aftonijhing^ nor won^ 
derful ; but conlider it as what might very na- 
turally and rationally be cxp'e<aed, and very 
tolerably confiftent with the dignity of their 
chara£ler as men of learning and religion. If 
they concluded, as they had fufficient reafoa 

to 
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to C(>ndude, that the kgal prtmary figniiication 
of the word bapti%e in the New' Teftament was 
general, fo general at leaft as not to be ccnfined 
to one mode; fo general as to iidmit dijg^M 
hiodes without pronouncing, dr fuppofin^ thfe 
ciivinc Lawgiver to pl*onbunx.e, either of thcnl 
iHvMd^' yet allowing that one paftibolar niod4 
liippoie dippingv prevailed in tlic primitive chUrcH^ 
which niodc is not ncc^uriiy implied in-tht 
law itfelfj tho' eligible in their drcUinftarKes i 
If, I- fiiyj they proceedcB On thcfe principl«% 
i^hat it iXntxt fo " ftrange" ki their iDppofin^ 
the Baptifts ^^ for conGdtriag immerfion as Abw 
•OLUTELY KstEssARY?" H^ they indeed^ 
efpefed for mcrety preferring immerfion in watet 
to afFufion or afperfidti with wat^^ tfttir oppo^ 
Ation iftnkA hardly be jttftifiable^ ^saieipt, perhs^s, 
•n this principle, vis. That it is wrdtig to 
diifor from our tnore numerous brethfe^ in 
the fa\;ne country^ neighbourhood^ and religious 
fentiments, thereby occafmning ertdlefs fcrupl^i 
and diflentions— ^— w/VAw/ n divine warrdnti 
Bi^t when the Baptifls infift upon immerfion as 
*' ahfolutely nectjfary to a compliance with tho 
divine conimand ;" is it any thing '* afto3ii}hin^* 
that thofo who prtfeffedhf mtiinlaih the contrary 
fliould opptfe it? Is. it a ** tmtiderful phten^me^ 
mn*' that they Should l^otkts (xk mut^h coura^ 
as to ^edk and pttUifh thefe things ? IF I al-^ 
tow, that ^e primitive inode of public wbrfhi|> 
wal without a 4)rayQr'-book . an4 pulpit > note^ 
can I be candid or juft in maintaining that my 

godly 
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gfxily br<?0ir^ who ^iqfi% ^ij) odode cannot 
be i^i. %o, pnty wA F^«^H; but what tiiey 
thin^ tQ \^ impojrunt du^ie^ *re /fi^r^ mllities^ 
;twl always VA^c^^l^ ti) CJtri^ becaufe not 
3|ceojF4i^;^. t9 apoftotick. pra<a:icel I dare ikh fay 
ot think fo« ^ Whea th^y 2/m//« ia declaring^ 
. their vUv(6 of ihe apoftoUck paAtem, they hav^ 
clear, ftrong iindubitabki ewdeme-^e^^ of ti^nk 
feels the ground on which he treads. Hcwc^ 
their union, % mA here th^y agre^ with us." 
But isi i^ «0t equafty evident that they ^ hfk 
the ground on whkh they tread" wheix ihsf 
wi't^, with imfnavable ^mnefs, in teAifying tho 
wUdityi of 4i^reif$ modt^ after all that has heqn 
feii agwnft dwpfi fey their antagoniftsi ? If umn 
^ any psoq^ in ttwi prefect caft, they aU mute 
agatnft the. nec^fj^y ^ l8»iaierfK)n f^r the efl^ncc 
of baptiftn. Pl^y> thei^ what do thw cof$ceffian$ 
W^QWIftt (Q.? N<ai thatihey d(«fert the /r«/A; 
nqt tbal^ th^ aft m^ri0mtfyi not tha;t, they 
aff^ ifnftrutknit W wi^an^i^^ i^ tfeat they are 
bigoUU and oanvw-tlind^dr; but; that they co^w 
fider the YKords as^ generic termsy^ admitting diU 
lurfe modes.; and that t;h<^' th^ mor^ comxnpn 
impoiit of the t«^9)6> in their opinion, convey 
the ide^a of iamcrfio/i,} y^jt in, the, fa^cramental 
fcnfc^ at Icaftv thqr are. tip. be underilgod, wi^h 
greater kititude. 

^« Wu£K our divine Lor^ arfdrcffipg his dii;. 
ciples uk a pofitiye co^imand, %s, ^« It JhaH 
be fo ;" or when fpeaking by ?n apoftojick c^- 
iBiple, he declares, " It is thus," all our own 

reafonings 



,y Google 



i66 Of the SignificatkH of the Ch, 4, 

reafonings about fitnefs, expediency or utility," 
muft hide their impertinent heads." Very true; 
but what Jhall be fo? or, what is thus? For 
the quedion is not about our Lord's right to 
command, and our duty to obey, but about his 
tneaning. And again, the queAion is not whe« 
ther the one mode be confefledly valid, but 
vvhether the other be invalid ; which laft vre 
deny. 

** It muft, indeed, be acknowledged, that tho* 
the numerous and learned authors juft pro« 
duced, confider immerfion as generalfy pradifed 
by the apoiUes; yet many of them think it 
highly probable, that pouring, or fprinkting, wat 
ufed on form occafions, in thofc primitive times.** 
Confequently they muft have confidered the 
Ugd force of the word baptifmy as a general 
term, including diverfe modes of application. 

, ^^ That plunging, pouring and fprinkling, are 
tl^ree different ads, will not admit of a doubt* 
Or, does our Lord, in^ the £ime ena£bing term, 
of the fame law, warrant all thofe different 
modes?" The apoftle Paul (Hd>. ix. 10.) ex- 
prefsly ailerts, agreeable to what I plead fori 
that the Jewifli baptijms were diffenm or di^ 
verfe. And this muft be^ not as plunging dif^ 
Jers from plunging, but as purification by fprink- 
ling differs from purification by, pourings &c» 
Nor do we hefitate. to fay, " that our Lord 
warrants plunging, pouring and fprinkling," if 
he warrants baptizing. - 
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** If pouring, or Iprinkling, be naturally infer- 
rible from our Lord's command — and if the 
apoftles, or the primitive church, ever pratSUfed 
the one or the other; it is hard to imagine^ 
how they came to ufe immerfion at all: ei- 
ther of the former, confidered fimply in itfelf, 
being more eafy and more agreeable to human 
feelings, both in regard to the adminiArator and 
the candidate." What ! needs Mr. B. the in- 
formation, that the human mind is ever prone 
to over -rate the externals of rdigion; and that 
fuperftitious feverities in external religious points 
have generally kept pace with the decline of 
vital piety? With what eafe and force may 
the above argument be retorted by innumerable 
inftances out of the Jewifh and chriffian hifto- 
ries ? More agreeable to human feelings! Yes^ 
we may eafily fee how much, or rather how 
little, peribns under the charming influence of 
fuperftition confult their eafe and delicate feel- 
ings, from the hiftory of certain felf-denying 
and mortified prophets, (i 'Kings xviii. 28.) 
** who cut themfelves, after their manner, with 
knives, and lancets, till the blood gufhed out 
upon them.** From the account .we have 
(Mark vii. 3, 4.) of the " Pharifees and all the 
Jews;" for, " When they came from the mar- 
ket, except they baptized, they ate not." And 
Dr. Gill, out of Maimonides, aiTures us, 
that, " if any man dips himfelf all over ex- 
cept the tip d! his little finger, he is Aill in his 
uncleannefs, according to them." And a littfe 

after 



,y Google 



j6S; Of the^ Signification of th^ . Ch. 4. 

after he fay.$ : ** Scalig£R from the Jews ©b- 
feyveSji That the more fupirjlitiom part of thcaa, 
^very day before they fat down to meat,, dip-, 
fed the whole body. Here we may obferv^ 
if thefe baptifms. were n.ot by immerfion, the 
argument from the univerfal ufe of the term, 
is given ui^; and if they were by immerfion,, 
4S h^re a,flerted, Mr. B's argument from hu* 
man feelings fiajls irrecoverably. For it will 
not be. prefumed that thefe fuperftitious and 
troublefome ceremonies had any better orU 
jjin than refigious zeal exerting itfelf in wijl- 
worihip. To which we may add; if there b© 
any force in our author's argument in favour 
of immerfion, it equally juftifies popjb mortify 
cations ! 

^* If the credit of fprinklkig cannot be fup- 
port^d without burlefquing the facred hiftoryj^ 
and expofing one of the mod exalted human 
chara<Sters to the ridicule of infidels in this 
manneij, it ought for ever to fink in obJivion.*', 
From this warm and ftrong language the read-^ 
cr may be led to think, that fomething. very 
impious and horrid has been imputed to Joha 
the Baptift. Nothing lefs: it is only Mr. 
JotHN Wesley's follpwing note on Matt., iii^ 
. 6. ^ It feemsi, therefore, that they flood in 
ranks on the ctdge of the river, and that John 
pafling along, before them, caft water on theiir 
heads and foce^ ; by which means he might bap-. 
tiziB many tboufands in a day." Thjs> reader^ 
is, what Mr. B. calk ^' * v^ry fanciful and 

ludicrous 
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ludicrous reprefcntation i'" and further add% 
« While I wooder at tliat fmiliiy of In* 
vention which appears in this note of the an- 
notator, I cannot but deteft the puerile and 
farcical turd, uhigh he has given to the con^. 
d\x&. of our Lord's Harbingi^." BurleJfuiKg 
ibs /acred bifiery I Expofing^ 'Jobn tn ike riiH^ 
^ule of infidiU! Nay, let infidels themfdves 
judge, as \vell as the impartial faithful, whe« 
^ ther Mr. B.'s hypothefis faa» not a ^^ea^ 
tendency to burlefique the facr^ hiflory, and 
excite ridicule. The: one mode of purifying 
men and things was conftantly pra£tifed in the 
church of God, Numb. xix. 18. ^^ And a cleao 
peribn (hall take hyfibp, and dip it in the 
water, and JprinAle it upon the tent, and upon 
all the veffels, and upon the perjons that wcr« 
there, &c." Of the other, we have not one 
ilngle inftance, of one perfon's dipping another 
in water, within the facred annals of four tbou<» 
land years. And heathen writers, to which m-^ 
fidels are fo partial, are not at all confidercd 
as debafing the dignity of lieroic verfe by a 
iimilar defcription. For ^fiance, thus Virgil ; 
" Idem ter focios pur4 circumtuht und4 
** Sparg'ens rore kvi ct ramO fclicis olhrae: 
*' Lujlraifitc^t 'Oir&s dixit^ue noviffmia verba.** 

JEi\\ \u 22^ 
** A verdant brancli of olive in his hands, 
** He moved around^, and purified the hands ; 
I ' « Slow» 



,y Google 



f 7# Of tht iignlficiOUn rf tbi Cli* 4. 

^ Slow as he psi&d, the hiftral waters (bed, 
. ** Then dofed the rites, and thrice invoked 
the dead." 

Pitt. 
X now venture to afk, which has the greateft 
tendency to excite the ridicule of infidels, the 
lllea tAu B. oppbfes with fo much warmth, 
or his own hypothefis ; which reprefents John 
as an amphibious animal, living fo great a part 
of his time up to his middle in water? 

That we may further fee how little deferv- 
ing of the ** ridicule of infidels," and that of 
Mr* B. is the circumftance of fprinkling alluded 
to in the above-motioned note, I (hall tranf- 
fcribe nmthir note. It will, indeed, detra£l 
from tht fertility of that annotator's invention 
to whom Mr. B« afcribes it; and bel6ngs to 
one who was never, I beh'eve, charged with 
*« Wlefquing" the facred fcriptures, by any 
writer living or dead (Mr. B. excepted), or 
fufpe£ted, by any of his writings, to afford a 
jiift handle of ridicule to infidels. The au- 
thor I mean is, the judicious Dr. GtiYSE. 
And his whole note, tho* fomewhat lon^ very 
well defaves infertion in this place. " I can* 
hot think ((ays he) that fuch prodi^ous num- 
bers, as came to John, could foe baptized in 
Ae Way of immerfing thdr whole bodies 
under water ; or that they were provided witfi 
change of raiment for it, which is no where 
intimateid, nor feems to have been praSficabU 

for 
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s£qt fuch vaft maltitudes ; aid yet they codid 

n6t be baptized najt$d ivith inodefly, nor in 

their wearing apparel with (afety. // feemr 

tberefin H me that the people ^ood in ranksy near 

t9y 9r jitfi withifh the edge of the river i and, 

yobu paJd^ aUng hefore thenty caft ukiter np9m 

their beads cr /aces with his bandsy or feme pre^ 

per infirumenty by which means ; he might eajihf> 

hetp6%e many thoufands in a de^. And this. 

way of pouring water upon them-moft natural* 

]y .fignified Chrift's baptizing them with the 

Hdy Ghofty and with firc^ which Joha. fpokc 

of a$ prefigured by his baptizing with water, 

(ver. II. and Mark i. 8. Luke iii. i6« J<rfui 

k .32*} and which was eminently fulfilled when 

the Holy Ghoft fat in the appearance of clovea 

tongues like fire ; and this is exprefsly called 

^ haptizing them with the Holy Ghoft " in 

€^>pofition to John's ** baptizing with water^* 

and is fpoken of as the Holy Ghoft coming upon 

tibem, and as God's pouring out his Spirit, and 

Jhedding him forth upon them, A£is i. 5, 8, &c. 

And with a dire^ reference hereunto, when thd 

Holy Ghoft fell on^ Cornelius, and his firiends, 

Peter feid, " Then remembel^ed I the word of 

the Lord, how he faid, John indeed baptized 

with water; but f ye (hall be baptized with 

the . Holy Ghojt:' (Ads Xi. 15, 16.) Tlw 

apoftle Paul likewife, in a roan^feft allufion tQ 

baj^fm, fpeaks of God faving us by the wafh* 

ing of regeneration, and renewing of the Holy 

Ghoft, which he Jhed on us abundantly thro' 

I 2 Jefus 
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JefiH' Cbrift our Saviour, (Tit. iii. 5^ 6.) Now 
whether plunging the body into water, orpoiff^ 
ing water upon k, wa» the likelieft embkm of 
this cffufioh of the Spirit^ let the reader jtuige; 
. cfpccially fincc {Bai^k^) the word conftmt^ 
Bfed for baptiisiiig, %iific8 any firt ef u^ng^ 
and often fprmiiing ; not being reftraioed C» 
dippings as its primidve {0s^u) i% [wliieb 
ne^ed not be allowed ;] but this hft wocd i* 
never vlfed to exprefs bapiixing*/' Reader^ it 
there any thing puerik %x farcical in this lan- 
guage ? Ii it, in the «y« of impartialky wi* 
worthy of a grare divine, or judicious com- 
mentator? Now I will fey, " If the credit of 
immerjton cannot b^ fiipported without budeC 
quing the fecrcd hiftory," by fcppofing t^ nuxt* 
titudes plunged over head, either naked or in 
their wearing apparelj and fai the fight of al^ 
" and expoiing one of the moft exalted hn- 
man charafters to the ridicule of inAdds in 
this manner," by fuppofing him to be- es»- 
pl6yed \ti purifying "Jerufalem and all Judea, 
^nd all the regions round about Jordan,'* up 
to his wafte in water, a work equally unna- 
tural and unprecedented, — " it ought for ever 
to fink in oblivion." No 5 they arc not the 

ir^dak^ 

* Neu pn Matt* iii. 6, Which he paraphrafet ^ns: ** AfA 
thqr were fo far tffe€)ed with bit doarmt that tfaejr ONNie « 
public profislBon of repeotancey aad were hapti«ed by Um ia tiie 
rifer Jordan^ both he aod they according to the cuftom of' the 
country, goiog a little way into the water, either barefoot or 
with fandalt, for the greater coDvenienc« and expedition hi bap- 
tising tfaenu** 
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'infideh^ who ridicule baptizir^ by affufion, but 
nur brethren the Baptifts ! 

Mr. Matt. Hcmrv had faid : " Tq bap- 
tize nahd or next to naked, (wliidi is fuj^of- 
«d, and generally pmcSlifed in imtncrfion) is 
«^i)ft the law of modefty: and to do fuch a 
thing in public fotetttti .a&mblies, is fo far 
•from being tolerable, that it is abominable to 
«very cliaile foul: and efpecialiy to baptize wo- 
men in this manner^." At this Mr, B. think^ 
the " reader iias reafon to be fui|>rized| of- 
iisuled, fhocked/' I (hall not attejOipt to vin- 
iflttcate tiie pai&ge altogether; bat does not Mr* 
B^ exceed in his cenfure? Will he venture to 
deny, that the candidates who were baptized , 
i>y immerfion, in the primitiye diurch, were 
immerfed naked f The learned Bxncham, af- 
3lcr producing paflages from Chrysostom, Cy- 
KiL tA J^rt^elem^ Leko Fer$nefftSj Ath ana- 
si trs^ &c. 2Kids: ^^ All which are manifeft 
^oofs that perfont were baptized naked, either 
in imteation of Adam in Paradife, or our S%^ 
iriour upon thk crofiy or to fignify their put6ng • 
<Rff the body of fin, and the old man with 
bis deeds.— And this practice was then fo ge* 
fteraly iku we find no exception rnade^ either 
with refpefl: to the tendemcfs of infants, or 
the iaJbfuJnefs of the female fexy fave only where 
the cafe of ficknefs or diiability made it necef- 
fary to vary from the ufual cufttwnt-" Will 
1 3 Mr. 

*' Tiem ^ Baptifm, 138, 139* f Antiquities of the Ghikf* . 
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Mr. B. 6y it is required by diviiie law, that, 
baptifm ht adminiflered to perTonf as naked as 
Adam in Paradife! If not,- here is another 
ftriking proof how much the jcnnt infit^n^re of 
ical and fuperftition confults human feelingrl 
If it be laid, that what was then modeji is now 
ahamnabli^ it follows that local cuiloms and 
national decency are not to be overlooked even 
in pofitive inftitutions* And in proportion as 
thefe antient baptizcrs were blameable for lead- 
ing the modeft daughters of Eve to the faotMl 
font in their ^x>M*4i7y habits; fo far, at lea^ 
we have a proof that the ancient manhor of 
baptizing is no model for modem times ; and we 
further infift, in conne£Hon with the. foregoii^s 
pages, that the cuftomof plunging the futgeft 
♦was a matter of mere cbmt and freferencey as well 
as the circumftance of nakedmfs^ in diftinftion^rooi 
-smy bmding ?iuthority of the Lawj^er, or "any 
abfolute obligation on the adminiifaratcH-^ p^. 

§ 46. (4} drelL From what has been fidd 
it alfo follows. That tho' the defign rf bap- 
tifm were mttre fuUf expreifed by immctfiot^ 
than ty pouring oi- fp-inkling, y^ would aot. 
-immerfion be' proved effentialj nor any way fcr- 
viceablc to the caufe of our opponents ♦. But 
Tabfolutely deny the faft, that pluf^ing does 
inbre fully expreifs flic defign of teptifm, which 
is prihcipaily to reprefent the commtmiortidin of 
divine infhiences, as before (hewn ; and y« 
w^c the contrary admitted, nothing more would 

^ See Padol» £xafn, cfaipi, w,jf^ffim. 
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follow, than that z prefe^nce is due to the- 
immerftig mode, while what is neccffar]^ and 
:^ei&ntial is. not affeded. Here I am ftopp^ 
with ai» alarming queftion, ^ Is it commend* 
able, is it jciftifiable, is it rational, that^ the pro« 
fdled followers of Jefus Chiift> flioold ftudy to 
find out the exa<£^ boundaries <A ejence, in z 
pofitive. inftitutioQ ^ that they may be able to 
^ermine with precifion, bow far they mzf 
Vary fi-om the natural import of our Lord's 
command, &c.— without intrenching on what 
Is. effintial to the appointment ?" To whkh 
I return this calm rq>Iy* Yes, it is far more 
commendable, juftifiaUe, and rational, that we 
fiumld ftudy the txz& boundaries of ejfence^ 
and pronounce accordingly; than ra(hly to pro« 
nounce that^ of two modes, a nt^ty^ a priotiy 
mthout invefligation, and efpeciatty in regard o£ 
a pofithre inftitution, from the mere prefumpw 
tive plea, that the one is comparatively better 
and JUrer than the other. For, furely,. it mul^ 
be palpably irrational to inC^, that becaufe one 
mode is not^y^ geod as another, therefore it, i»- 
good for nothing t It is, undoubtedly, eveiry one*% 
duty and inter^ to ferve Cbrift perfeftly^ b\ll 
(hall we therefore conclude, that no farvice in 
an zSt of obedience to h^Dy but what b per* 
(tiSti If one preaches, the gofpd better than 
another, does that imply the other does not 
preach it welly ox even at all? If one bap« 
tizes by a total ^immeriion, and another by ar 
dipping /hort of that, is it juftifiablc to contend^ 
^4 th«it 
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that tbe Zo^r is, no immerfioa? • la like maa^ 

ilfir, if thciiDriptural hapiifm he purijkatkn by 

wc^ir^ doffft^ it ffrifew, thattz^ pu^fy bj water 

Iprinkled or. poured, is no baptifm.? « " Let 

oaRdonf^ kt c<^mon fenfe determine/' ' 

*> § 47# BfiFORE wc condtuie; tl^is; part of eat 

fiibjoftj it may be proper to ei^mine the force 

^st Mi.. B.'s fsventb chapter, ^ CcMicernkig- the 

imfi9nd| die and prevalence of ^liring, or iprink- 

Itrigi infhead ^ ilttmcffioll.'^ . 

:. Our autjbor wiU i\ave it chat tbe practice he 

c^)po£es, *' waa introduced wkh the ciTors of 

poptry;** but with grmtcr force of truth, may 

W4r tn^ tliat the confining of i^s eilencC) aa 

veil as mode^. to total imtneriion) is genuinely 

p0|»lh>f— Our: pra^c^, according to him, feeoit 

y> .iuhre takfn its ri&. ^ under the combined 

bpeiation of different errors." On the con^ 

ti^ry^.wq faeliieire, and tbercfore fpeak, that the 

dodrine of the effiuttalitf rf Spping^ was frft 

Runted % a pharifaic hand, as an improvement 

on the original plan \ and has . been ever fince 

:tiiatered by the /hand of^ bigotted fin^larity. 

Wt^ fafCber obCavet, that '^ p^rfttfim -wz^ |wt 

^ujia^fi^pffyfidam^' iic.'* But what cQun.i^ 

Henance > €an his caujEe dctive from fuch ccm* 

fiderationa, except withal it was rejedled as ah* 

ft^tuly HuU? The cafe of Novatiak, feom 

£aj6£exi}s, is very partially Mprefented by our 

MthDr, as if the u^d<r fcraple about his bap* 

tffoi waa owing to the rn^dk ; whareas nothing 

C^ be more evident thaii that -the hi|torian 

/peaks 
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Ipoaks of his ^aptSm degra&igly on fiveral 

-^bsr iccounu* ^ Now forwarils I mQ orderiy 

dod»i [fiiys CoHiiBLius bidKip of Rome, in 

a kctsr to Fasios bifliop of Antioch, pnefi^rvcd 

"bf Eusssivs] by ^at meant aod by what 

•frade otf life, te fmrdiafed mto him^f the 

^ler of a biAop* Think you that it was b«- 

^caKrfc of his contcriation in the church from 

die begbuung? or, becaufe he endured tnaiiy 

idrtnifbcs and confliAs for his name? or, that 

bt ftood in anaiaafeld and great perils for Pi£« 

ty'« fakef None of aO theTe was true in him. 

The occafion of bdievfatg he took of Satan, 

which enteKd into him, and mad# there long 

abode. When he was delivered by the exor- 

-e)^ he Mi into a dangerous difeafe; ai^d i#- 

4tnrfe he was very like t4t dity was baptized in, 

the bed v4i!ere he lay, if it may be termed a 

baptifm which he received ; for he obtained n6t 

z(^ hts recovery that which tie fliould have 

dooe according unto the c'anwi of the church,, 

to wit, confirmatim by the hands of the bifhop, 

Iifiiomuch then as hie obtained not thaty how 

came he by the Holy Ghoft ?" Again : « This 

g9od man t forfook the church of God, whcreki 

he was baptized, atid where alfp he took prieft- 

hood upon him — tho' ail the clergy, yea and 

Thany of the laity, withftbod it, bcqaufe it yi^ 

not lawful to admit into the clergy any that 

had been hapimed'm M u he was*.*' It has 

been moreover obferved of dus Herefiarch, that 

l5 te 

t iviiil* B« ti. chap« 4t« tm^ 1636^ 
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he had /everal dcSeSti in hit pcdibfi, wl&cb ex* 
duded him from^the dignky of bifliopi, evtn^fop^* 
po^g the ele^km had r riot been ieliUaMttddis 
tbt^ addpd t(» hk ha^iwg bcea a .detntMiisM^ 
^exorcifcd by the dntrch^ bapthted whfle he igf 
wfidk axidin tlai^erl^ tfyingi ^^id ^ lUMerhavw 
big been ccmfirmed' 1^ the biflu^ might ite 
ixrell debmU capital irreguhaittea^ as being.. to* 
tallyi repQgnant td the edclefialtical canons, Ai^ 
dependent on the tmde of his bi^tifiii« Nay^ 
•the pfimlpak neafim for objeSijfg 10. the dimds 
be^g' honimred/ with the clerical, otft^^i kfitm 
to have been the - prefmwd ^ imperfedioii. of 
their cHrUtianity, and the iWpo^ light ia 
which their ntitimi ^for con^meiicing chj^ians 
mufi haye^: ^^peared, while .tb^« fpii«iti4 bap«- 
tifm oniyf m % tlje face of appieh^ed : death* 
.The»fore$> Vau^ivs. on the ab^^.pa^^ In 
£us£Bius; mi^t we8 fiiy : " Thia b^H^it^ was 
tfaoii^t knpeife£^ and not IblieiBii .for fiver^fl 
te€ifmu^\ Ahd if ^ it was a formal . and fo* 
lemn , qudlion, made * by Magnus to Qyt 
I'^aiA^, Whether they are to be cAemed 
light chriftians, ^ha were only /prMt^Ud witk 
vratef, and not waOved or dipped}^' we may 
&it)y refer the ground d the fcruple to a wanit 
^: Qonfoimity to the atithorit^ve ecdlefilft^ 
fulesy aiid the fuppd&d m(»e perfidy fiUmn, /e^ 
dtf^ing prafUce which thea prevaifed of baYing 
liie candidates fh^ ftripp0d nakedi whether men, 
Mnxvth.or eUldrea^ :ahd then immerM Abr^ 
times. Tot aH thefe particulars> according ta 

them 
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them, wcs« faU of edifying myfteries. And by 
Ihe j6f/a#. ruU; of i|:iJtemat2doD, that they main* 
lained , the being i^rud with Chrj/l hy bf^tifm^ 
and bei^g baptized into its deatbj fignified im« 
merfionj th^ alfo found, that pmting off tht 
hi^< ^ t^^ fo^s rf ^b^ pfij (Col. ii. 1 1, 12.) 
^^noted tb€^ delicate and inftrudive prafUce of 
^vefting the cgndidates before their gho^y bu« 

Wh sire further tpl4 : ** That, this dinzc 
baptilitt had op exiftence in the apjoftoUck times.? 
Near any th^t I knoyr of in thefe prefknt timicft. 
Jt had no exiftence, if we confidcr " the er.^ 
roneoMs foundation on which it reds [the n^r 
ceQity of bap^ijTm /or fidvation], and the total 
filebce of the New Teftament concemii^ it.'* 
Wc retort} that the 'sjenfiality ^ ^/ dipping had 
no exiftence in the apoilolicic times, we are led 
to conchde^ by confidering the erroneous foun^ 
dalion on . which it refts, and the total filence 
of. the New ^Tettamcnt concerning it. --^ It is 
again pleaded, that the necefiity of baptifm ha% 
in fomc inftances, "operated fo far a&intirelyto 
ixcludf WfUr. from any concern in thc^ ordi« 
nance." A|id io may the neceflky of imm<g?f 
fioaj for our difputc i$ not abpm tht element 
ibi^'thewmfrfr of appjication. We hojd, as, well 
as our cqjpopent^ ^Jhat .^ateir is eflentlal to, thf 
chtiftian purificj^icHft,; becaufe pkin|y a(&rted> 
and we equally ,difcard,. the. necei&ty of it tp 
fiJvs^iQn: but. yet .m^intaip, that, to, cxc|u4f 
fpriqkHngvOirjPQuri^gas a.AuiJ^gfc cpam WX%, 
« j Id ' fliort 
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(hort df the tindiaritftbl^ rigor, and um(ramint* 
able zeal, of thofe who hold that neceflSty. 
And it may be joftly cjueftioned, whether the 
one has greater reafon to make dipping netd^ 
hry £)r baptifm, than the Other to make bap* 
tiftn itfelf neceflary to fehration. *— •* N i CEPRokv s 
informs us, our author obferve^ that a certain 
Jey was fprinkled thrice with fand infiead of 
water.*' Is it' not a wonder, then, if in thofe 
early times immtrjton^ in allufion to our Lord's 
burial^ was thought fo rffential to haptifin^ that 
thefe zealots did not plead the neceffity of bis 
^oc\n% fomehow huried, if not in water. Might 
not tlie ill-informed and frightened convert (for 
"he yns fuddenly feteed with a dangerous iHnc£i} 
hare been mrade to Be down in a hollow i>ed 
of fand, covered over with the fkme, and then 
be toH, Nw you are buried with Chrift in 
baptifm, being hereby baptized in^o his death ; 
for it is no matter how you come to this 
Jfate of immerfion, whether you arc pkt, inU 
this fubffitute for water, or it is brought any 
bow a^fr ypttf-^^ Our brethren, who prac- 
tifc *free comomnion,'* feys Mr. B. •* fi-equentiy 

Srad that thefe perfons whofe cfemn to the 
iy ftipper is under difpute, confider themfehes 
«s really baptized, and on that ground flnmld 
be admitted to the Lord's table. Query, Would 
they receive a candidate for communio6, who 
'fihcerely believes he has been baptized, metely 
beeaufe he has been f^inkled with fcmdyV^ in 
the cafe of litis Jewl'* An iatportaEOt query 

this 
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ti^.md yighiy compUm^tU to hif irttirm! 
But it wiU be time enough to anfwer it, when 
the Q^crift condefccnds to injbrm u$, whether 
My csife can occur, on iYit plunging plants <^1%* 
l^ed with i^x greater difficulties? One wmiU 
be induced to thmk,- at firft^ that his hypothec 
fis i$ ^bjeit to no embarraiTment ; but is not 
^t quality oi the element, into which a fub- 
)e6l is immerfed, liable to fcruples far more 
difficult to be determined? And will not the 
digm o£ dipping often prove, on our opponents' 
principle^, a puzzling ppint? "Such confider 
not. with due attention, the confequences of 
their opinion, fays Mr. Towgood i nor obierve, 
bow this pTiciJin^s as to ritual matters naturally^ 
genders ftrife, and minifiers occafion to end- 
lefs, contemptible, and foolifh debates. For if 
overwhelming the perfon be of the eflence of 
chri^an baptifm, h^nce obvioufly fprings a. doubt 
— What if the perfon, when laying beneath 
Ihe water, (hpuld Jift up a h<^nd^ (o as to be 
^9t ^u c9wrid with the element s Is the per- 
fon, neverthelefs, irtdy baptized? Qri fuppofe 
in the peat hurry which iuch an opaation 
may occafion^ both th^ hands, or even the 
arms, ihpuld be fo iocautioudy extended as 
not to be overwhelmed; I afk, i^ that bapti/m 
g09d? Or again, If thro' the bulk of the bap- 
tized, and the weaknefs of the baptizer, fome part 
even of the face or head Ihould be uncovered j 
what is. to be prqnounced concerning • fuch a 
iNiptifmi Is it valid<^ or not ? — Suppofe the per- 
fon 
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(on virhofe bands, or part of wiK)re fiic^ was not 
quite overwhelmed, (hould be defired b^ the ad* 
miniflrator to fubimt to z fecmd dippings becauft 
tlie firid being not toial^ he thinks not to be. 
pjffficieni\ and either himfelf, or fome attend-^ 
ing friends, (hould' fteadity reitife \ altedgmgf tMt 
defeat to be not itiatei^ai ; and ihe baptifhi wtt 
VaM— Would there not arife a very ^ im jxntant 
ikhede ; perfaa|>s an adhial fepai^athtj ot rent in 
that ehulxh? Some infixing, that the perfon 
be recdved to full communion, zs 9: trufy iap'^ 
fixed brother: Others ftrenuoufly oppofing^ aiut 
refufing communion with him as tsot bcmg 
baptized, becaufe not tdtaHf werwhehned.r^Ubvif 
much to the edification and honour of the 
chriftian world Would ftich a contcft appear! 
What matter of rldUtde Would it fumiflv te 
unbelievers? Ai>d hoW naturally Afaw coni 
tempt; not upon bdptifm only, as a folemii 
trifle, but upon ;chriftiahity itfclf, as tninttering 
WcafiOn' to fiicK frivolius debates ! An* yet, 
really, to this iffiie does the making immerfiofi: 
ejfenttal to chriftian baptifm, naturaBy ^x^ di* 
rcflly tend. It it does riot, in fo£f^ gender fuch^ 
debates, it is' becaufe thofc, who avow thi^ 
priiiciple, do not follow it in aH its eonfe^ 
iqpaences, nor clofely adhere to !t in eVery emeri» 
gence of this kind.^^Aiid, if wafldng the ufhk 
Udf be of fuch moment in chriftian baptifm, ^t 
our brethren reprefait; they ought,- furcly, td 
eoniider, that the dipping a ^/p^)&ri ^(^aj^ feems not 
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ji ftt^f jxA or. adequate p^-fermaoce of k*." 
§ 48. Mr. B. oa tki« occsUioa honours the 
roifons of* his Po^oi>aptift totbren for poiirii^ 
.ami fprinUingi by comparing them with . tl^e 
aqguments of Roman Catholics, in d^enc^ of. 
-wfehhoWliig wthc cup from the peopk. I kop^i 
ouv oi^acnt miU take : it in good pact if we 
tetam ttie tjompliontnt* Do : the .votaries of 
Rome, th^D, mai^tairi thai baptifm is in^erfii^ 
without ;the cAr^^.compcrfei oi two ingyediems, 
oi^ rnid faalfiims the one rffH'efenting theJiu^ 
^aa uai^Me of Je^S!ClHJft»>the o^her h^ ,di^ 
• vine tature? f.-So. do.our Baplift. fricods, de^fp 
the'chriffian puttfk^oa by.poMring or fpri»k^ 
Sng wate in^netfe^f^ a»4f X'J^ifih :i&. more, i(«^,- 
UU^ : except it ,be by thq (pecific m^pdc qf. imr 
^wfimu; is. it r^eqi^ired of ev^iy trufo^t^li^ 
that he acknowledge t^e fviprefpsiqr ofi.thft pof^ 
.and- ttet fidvatioai^ ^^R#^^ to the hc^y $.0- 
»ait qbuidi? In Jikc m^mnov W.the prioGit 
jpks I oppo(e> no cH^e fliQuld J)c.dtcn^ ^ 
taptized stfrijUan^ who is, jnot, iftitiatcd by the 
daiingaMhing mode of a fefti nor admitted-* 
libwevcr folemn his p|E»feffip<i of impartial in- 
quiry, however lui^pceptionable his religious ,/$»«• 
timents in ^^O' ^*^ re^pcft, . however orna^ 
mental his^ condufl:! devout bis temper, and 
iifefirt his labours*- nor admitted, I iay, into 
thrijian felkw/hip for the purpofc of coramemr 
mcwrating the dykig iov« of their comi^o^'Lord 
. . : . . . / ^ ,ai^d 

i 9 Towcoo*** Dipping Bet tbe on^ fcriptucd an* primitive 
manner of BaptiziS|> p. }i» 3a* 
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and Saviour^ Does the taxm mtcteiint t\m4^ 
hold th« neoeflity of ^feoptd oiriinttion fbr the 
l;i!iAis6Vy of minifterial aa»f So do At rigid 
votanes of {>ltQnging hold the ncccffity of a 
4ifpmg porifieation for th« v^dhf of ii Ime 
ciiHftian €b«irch«mei3iberihjp* Do Ae fmntr 
contend, that fo plain a tbtng as comoMOi 
^^^ 18 kifufficient for the fuckariftt So do^ 
the IfftUr^ that no iMjhing rf vtfaisr^ with <*# 
W9rd^ is valid, but that wluch is fdrecifdy in. 
^tbtir difiingui^ng toaf. Do ProteftuMs large on 
Catholics the neceAky of Jhifffy adhedng to 
ihe origimd inftitution of the fuppw? So do 
S^on the Baptj^, who imf^ yi\m ikm l«i^ 
tmc^^has left free^ and unwarranuMf ftftw: 
the inithitmg rite in ^ iriee of bigotry in der 
fianee of thofe limttati<ms> to wbieh alonr tbo 
original inlHtntioa <*l^e$* 
* It is fvirther ^dded: ^^ Sitppoiktg mi ei}ii8l 
degp^ of beneik, rating ^om ^sada^ mode of 
mdminiftration ; yet there is not^ there .cannot 
be, the fame #jgpee of humble oMimse to Je.» 
ftis Chrift/'^ An afgument this? worthy of tbe^ 
painful pilgrims to Jerufalem and Rome { Bat 
agato: ^** The praftice of i^rfim is calculMd 
to embarrafs Proteftants in their dilutes wilh 
Pofcdobaptifts 5 and Non-con(brmiftt iix Aeif 
eontrov«fies with Epifcopalians/' Ndt ^ sU j. 
but the very reverfe is true: The praiiHce of 
our opponents is cakidated to eolBarvafs ^heon 
4n their difputes with Papifts and Nonconform^ 



,y Google 



Gh. 4. Tm^is Btipttzi and B^tifm. . lig 

. ifts ; iaafmuGih as they impofe as neteffary whtt 
the divine Legiflator has left imUfferent. More* 
bver: ** Syppofing there were^ both diffuulty and 
danger attending , the performatKC of our L<ord's 
pofitive eotnnnands— -^e muft^ fubmit Nvithoat 
repining and without hefitation." Trees fo did 
Abraham. But we deny that to baptize mdy 
by difping Js a pofitive command ; and tlierc- 

.fore to fubmit to difficulty and danger, when 
mi nquindy is no b^ter than wiH-wodhip and 
-wduntary humility unpreforibed. ^ Circumci^ 
iioa was dangerxMas,- yet nQt to be difpenfed 
with." Rights for that was made nectflary by 
z plain c^nmand, but no dangerous n:K>def of 
baptizing is enjoined. \ Quotati(ms al^o from 
Chaek^^ck^ S^bckbr, Towoood, Owek, Sau*. 
%:in^ Chard^h, MAiMOKioet, R. Natham^ 
Caltiiv, P\ FAsarcius, &c« are to no pur<* 
pdfe; Qot affefiing the point in difpute. Once 
mott : Our auiiior talks - of our " oltmng % 
pofitive appointment.*' But we think that tliis 
akeroHm work is^ rather chargeable on thofe wh0 

,elaim a power to mtnul what ow Lord himfelf 
has ordained, as we believe mr baptifm ^. 
- We are next impeached for ** difpaifittg with 
divine laws, or mitigating their fev^rity." • Let 
us be fliewn what is divine law, and we obey ; 
but we reckon tlie eJiniiaHty of dipfing not as 
the meaning of divine law, but the offspring of 
pharifaic zcal>««»As to the hint, that our prac-* 
tice proceeds on die principle of—" fpare thy- 
felf^'* we may a(kj Should not we fpare 

where 
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^hM Ciod does ? If noi, we can io nothini; 
better than cot or fcdurge cmtMves^ or cru- 
jcify one another f Finally r it w wigcd,. that 
'* dipping was in uie for , thirteen hundred 
year5 }** i. e. thro' the dari&eft**times of popery ! 
what a mighty recommendation ! But that it 
was the exch^e mode, at leaft^ in the ap<^o« 
- Jlick a^ . i$ neith^ grafitted, nor Jtdmitied that 
it axk be proved^ 

§ 49* Th^ genuine reafona^ riie, and y[vn^ 
knee of immirjm in baptito^ in my appxtfaen* 
fion, may proi>ab)y appear frcmi the foUowii^ 
remarks. 

, x» Thb word ha/^ze htmg a general term^ 
Emoting, in a caiemonial fenfe» tc purify^ it is 
probaUe that different mofks of amotion were 
^ed, even in ,the apoftolick ag^ according to 
drcun^ncesk Sometimes, the wboU body tsk^ 
j>e wajhtd with puu water i fometimes, wAfi^ . 
in a more fartial manner^ 9^ Paul wd. Silas 
.Wtre wajbid (i;mviv) on imother occafion, and 
probably thus the Jaiior was, &c/ when bapm 
imdy AQm xvn 33 ; ibmetimes, the water m^^ 
be Jhid more aburulantfy on them white ^m^x^ 
k) a river ot any otbor convenient place, ^tft 
if at any time, fo early as the apoftolick age^ 
jd)e tvik^ed was leil into fuch a depth > of \ii^;i^ 
a^ might be necei&fy for immerfion, and wa& 
ii£lually immeried (which yet remains to be 
proved) ; Ail) the Ai^s was laid on the abhitim^ 
and not the i»#^^ of it. ^ Arife and he puri" 
fiid^ and w0fii miof thy fins.'' Ads xxii. i^. 

^. After 
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1. After a wbife Paul's wcH'ds, Rom* vi 
3«t--6. and CcL it. 11: b^n to be perverted 
in £i¥oar dSmtmrfimi as if this were caun« 
to^mced 1^ him aUufiirely ; and without confi- 
dering that the fame infpired writer alludes 
to JpruAtmgy pmrmg^ Jhtiding. The following 
thought might q>pear very plaufiUe ; ^^ If the 
^uiilian fHi&rification be a .ckanfingj the mem. 
general an^ cmpUte the better ^ therefore a total 
wa(bmj^ and even the putting of the fubje6): 
underyi^ter muft be pmre cmflUti and expref- 
£ve/^ But^ however pliuifibl9 this may feeoi^ 
it is built upon a faJka^y viz. That there i$ % 
mtural beyond 7Xi infiiMti connedtton between 
ablutiori and the thii^ fignified. But were 
iSsm £UIactou$ frncy i»«rfued to its juft confe- 
ifue^itesy where could we ftop? Shall we n($ 
l>e in ^mger <^ charging the and^t divine ab- 
httions with a defed of fymboUc fitnei^^ And 
o^ plaqing the excellency of the rite in " wa(h* 
ing away the filth of the flctb?'* Or, perhap% 
of commencing Hemerobaptifts, &p.f Having 
made this proficiency^ that a Mai aU^ition is 
a m9r$ ptrfe£i irefemblance of the moral dean- 
iang fignified, and that this might beft be e& 
fefled by dipping ; .which moreover was twu4 
alluded to by St« Paul} it was eafy to ad* 
vance, 

3. To another improving thought, viz. iThat 
as chrifiians^ were under the ftrongeft oMiga** 
tiims to cultivate umverfal and compkte purit)^ 
it was bttieath their high callini^not. to .equalg 
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if not lurpafs, the zealous Jewi ot tfny orticrs 
who ufed ablution as a fymbol of mora] put*- 
i*ty, ' And k appears to me mod pPobabl«> 
that this fupcrflftiovw emulation t^bont the c$m^ 
pkttfi^s of then* ablutions, gave rife to 4lie 
great ftrefs laid upon immerften among the 
Jews and primitive cbriftians. The farmer wtli 
oiir opponents, made a Med immerfi^n ^ntiai^ 
(for iif ii finger's end was not immerfed, the 
rite wa« not valid j) and the loiter^ foon after 
the apoftoKck age^ from the hmf emulous mo^ 
five, fcEllei^d by « WeU-meatikig biit injudtti^ 
•us zeal for purity, gatyp it the fgnftion of g^ 
mf-dl cuflomy dio'' not abjolutefy mceffarj^ im 
appears from the records of thofe times* 
' 4. Ih the prin^ittve titties, numbers floelceA 
into the church irom- the polluted eihbr»Des ^ 
. heathenifmj k is therefore very tonceivaMe that 
many VFould urge a Mat abluikn^ and for greator 
certainty the piuTtging of the convert, Aat W^ 
part, no not a finger's end, might remain con- 
taminated wkh their former idolatry. And 
farely if the baptifmal water was i^at% ^%^ Afe 
tvtrttr of ttfiy as JusTiw MartVr cxpreifes it, 
it was but dharitable to, make ufe of it co^- ' 
oufly, and to apply it to every part.' Hence, 

5. From the ^^e principle^ joined with that 
<^ zeal for fupermtious felf-denial and m0rtffi^ 
lotion in unprefcribed ceremonies, arofe the 
pratMce of bapti«ing titike^. For how eould 
fffftiSL pnrityy the new 'htrthy &c. b§ fWly f^ 

wcfcnt^ >f**o»t it? • 

t , ^ 6. Ac- 
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6. AccoRDiKGLY, dipping continued during 
ttiofe ages wb«n, and becaufe, externals made 
marly the whole of religion j and ftill continues 
in the Greek Churct^ there b Teafon to fcar> 
from a fimilar Caufe. 

7. RoME) kideed^ at lengthy dto*^ abandomly 
fiipo^kiovs ia ether xwfptGta^ begM to relax 
this line of bigotry long before the r^ibUmalion. 
And whether an attempt to e(hibli(h the doc- 
trine of dipping as £S9BNTial to chriftian bap^ 
tifin, be not an attempt to re-eftablilh, and to 
improve upon, what was worthy of the darkeft 
ages of the churchy I leave to be conlidered by 
them whom it concerns* 

8. At the Reformation from Popery, when 
the doiSbines of the facraments were minutely 
and rigidly examined, the honoured champions, 
who appeared on that occalion with undaunted 
courage in the caufe of liberty and of truth, 
were lb far from charging the gradual alteration 
that had been introduced in the churches of 
Frano^ Italy, Germany, and others, as to the 

. mode of baptiftn, as heretical and invalidating, 
that, cm the contrary, they gave it the jufteft 
tribute of acknowledgment, as a prior part .of 
reformation, by embracing it themfclves. 

But how little weight there is in the above 
confiderations, as the ancient moft plau(ible rea- 
fons for the cffentiality of immcrfionj and in 
what is pleaded by our opponents from the 
force of the word baptifm^ &c. is now fubmitted 
to the impartial public* 

CHAP* 
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CHAP- Y. 

Containing anfwers to tfa^ moft capital 
OBJECTIONS and evasions c^ Antipoecia* 
baptifb, 

§ I. ObjiSfion (i) Thai the cmiuti <f Protiftants 
in th^r' management if the Popijh controverfy 
is inimical U Paedobaptifm'^ anjkxjend. § 2# 
(2) That there is no exprefs precept^ or pre^ 

- ieJent^ in the New Tefiament for Po^Maptifm 
•^anjwered. § 3—6. (3) That there is no 
4videnc£ of Poedobaptifnty before the latter end of 
the fecmd^ or the beginning of the third century 
^^anfwered. § 7. (4} The grounds of Pqedo- 
baptifm as pra£lijed by the ancients •^ anfwered. 
§ 8. (5) The difagreement of the mo(krns con^* 
cerning the grounds of Pcedobaptifm^^anjivered^ 
§ 9—12. (6) If Infants have a right to bap^ 
tifniy they mufi have a right to the facred Jiip* 
per^^anfwered. § 13. (7) If baptifm feals 
.mily a hare exhibition of Jpirhual blejffingSy ivhat 
benefit can that be to infants F^^anfwered* § 14* 
(8) If there be a fuitableHefs in infants^ as fuchy 
to the injlitution of baptifm^ by what rule Jhall 
we determine what children to baptize^ and 
what notf^^anfwered. §^15. {9) If we bap-- 
tize all our infants^ then we /hall have no 
adults to baptize '^anjwered* 

§ r. 
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51. TT has been often oljefisd, and is par* 
1 ticularly urged by Mr. B. in effeft, 

()) <* That the conduft of Proteftants in 
••* their management of the popifli controverfy, is 
^ inimical to Pcedobaptifm ; becairfe they have 
•* always juflified their renunciation of thofc 
^ objedtonable particulars that the RomiHi hie- 
* rarchy obtrudes upon its vaflals, for want of 
** fcripture authority for them^ while the Ami*' 
^ poedobaptifts, in t;heir turn, juftify their con- 
•* dud on the fame principle*." And,* indeed,' 
this feems one of the moiV popular and plaufi- 
ble objedlions they ever urges but there is nei- 
their tnitk nor fainlefs in the fuppofed parallel : 
For^ 

I* When any thing is urged by Papifts or 
#t^er$ as aMceflary to falvation, or an indifpen- 
fible term of dhriftian communion, which the 
in^ired vdume neither exprefsly aflerts, nor 
plainly fuppofes; what is there more reafonable 
or proper than a demand of their warrant for 
fuch condu(5): and fentiments ? But, 

2. Do Poedobaptifts maintain, or do their 
principles or pradice imply> diat a being bap- 
tized in infancy, rather than when adult, is a 
necei&ry qualification for chriAian communion? 
It is too well known to need explanation, that 
we regard if^ant haptifmy and adult baptifmy not 
as two ordinances of a different nature, but as 
one and the fame, differing on]y in the cif-' 
xumftance of time. We lay no ftrels on the' 

time 
• Pod^ Exam. i45««-t54« 174— 178. »I4— »17» 310, 473. 
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time t^hin, as ai neceflary ii^edknt of valid 
baptifm j and, therefore, let a perfon be bap- 
• tized at fourfcore, an4 we admit hhn to fel* 
lowfliip (ceet* par,) with the fame readincfc aa 
if baptized ia infancy. With what candour 
or fairnefs, then, are Poedoliaptift& compare* 
with Papifts ? 

3* We cannot |iel]^ regarding the invidioui 
compariibn as totally inappiicabk ob another a(^ 
count, viz* Beoaufe it proceeds ^n a iuppofitioR^ 
that divine revelation g^ves no sDore counter- 
nance to the baptiSting of inf;^nt% than to tho 
farrago of Popifli will-worihip, Wbep v?e re- 
fleck on the godly and learned labourtf of Pce^ 
dobaptift worthies, in pleading the caufq of 
infants and ^dcpofing the fuperAitions of Rome, 
we are grieved, we are painfully wounded^ ta 
find their praSitc^il judgment treated in fo «ncan*T 
did and fevere a manner. Muft we regard tb^ 
tears of joy and gratitude, whida as paoreiits 
and minifters they have copioufly ftied, wliilc in 
this ordinance devoting their infant children to 
Jehovah, mingled with the tears of enthttfi^c 
devotees, whofe paflions are excited by iwere 
fuperftitions ignorance P—Ja/^^ mthing h(f§re the 
tinu. 

4. Prote5tant,s, and . Frotcftant DiffleRtecs, 
forcibly obje£l: to the church of Rome, or any 
other, arrogating to itfelf a power, jure dlvinOj 
to decree and imptfe rites jmd ceremonies^ ftir 
which it pi'oduces no authority from fcrtptaire^ 
the law of nature, or any other law, except 

. that 
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that oi an own «0Y«itBiGH r^ihh Afio p^ba?; 
sUre« Whereas we, at Fcedobaptifts^ appeal 
to tfad revealed nature and defi^ pf the iriHi*, 
ttttiaa; aod for its appluatum to our infant 
chiUron, in oDnKnan with jourfehres, to the dic^f 
tatet of naiture; to every fucceflSve difpeoTatioiti 
of tnae foligioa firom Adam to Chrtit ;; to tb^ 
laaguagt of inx>phecy in reference* to gofpei 
times ; to New Teftament pai&ges ; and to the: 
aloioft ^miverfai pradbce o^ the chriftian church* 
We infift, in fliort^ that the baptizing of our 
children, being fuita^t fuhjiHs of. .the go^ 
difpenfation, and of bafitifm its initiatory rite^ 
aot coatranehed by &ri(>ture evidence, biit r^-^ 
ther included in the general commifiion, is \a 
teafonabU fmuice^ which is corroborated by ttiany' 
important topics. Therefore we neednot icra« 
pie to fay, that when any man or body of men 
adhibit arguments of a Jimilar nature^ and equally 
fordbh as thsfe^ in favour of Romai| (or any 
Other.) rites and ceremonies, we ftaild engaged 
to approve, and with all iubmiffion to pra^fe 
them. - 

§ 2. (2) Mr. B. objei^s, and employs a 
vchole chapter in fupportiiig the objeSion, <* That 
there is 1^0 ^prefs precept, or precedent, in the 
New 'I'^ftamem for Poedobaptiftn*/' On this 
I would propofe the following obfervations 5 
and ' 

i; Thts^ mode of obj^dting to odr pradllce 
feems admirably calcula^d to confound ^ two 
Vox* h. K , things 

* Padob. ExROi. chap* viii. fMjpm.*, < 
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tilings tiidt are perfedly diftin^ viz: nominal 
and real differences. For the ofcyeftion tenub 
to lead the unwary to fuppofe, that the baptifin 
of infants is another baptifm than what the- Ami- 
tipcedobaptifts i^e } whereas it is plain to . any 
that prop^ly ' diftinguHh between names and 
^ings^ that if we baptize an infant, we do not 
vfe another ^ordinance differing efientially fiom 
^ult baptifm, as theirs is, but \ only difl^ in 
judgment refpeSing the qualifications of the . fub« 
jc&B. : We ihould therefore be no more kd 
away by^' fuch iniinuations, than we Ihotild by 
being told that the baptifms of helieversj of 
hypocrites^ of deaf, and of Jumi persons, were all 
of them ejffintially different from . one another* 
Or by being told, that the drcumcifions of 
adults and infants, of IfraeFites . and profdytes, 
were inftitutiohs of a quite different nature. 
^ a. If precepts sa\d precederas are to be inter- 
preted by the propereft rules, nay the mfy 
rules which the cafe fairly admits, we infift^^ 
that the New Teftament ccmtains both pre- 
cepts and precedents in our favour. Thcfc 
-rules we iay are, not the bare letter, or mere 
expreffions of fcripture, bat thefe in connec- 
;tion. with prior divine Jiatutes and difpenJatioHs^ 
If, with thefe rules in mind, we attend to the 
revealed account of the nature and manifeft 
defi^ of the ordinance, we can no more, in 
equity, interpret the precepts and precedents re. 
lative.to it, to the excluflon of infants, than 
we can. interpret a general invitation frata a 

fovereign 
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fbvereign addrefled to his fubje6ls, importing a 
defir^ that they (hould quit their native foil oa 
terms infinitely advantageous, while himfelf leads 
the way, to the excluiion of their wives and 
infant children. Is it reafonable, is it fcriptu- 
ral, is it confiftent with common fenfe, or was 
it ever inftanced from the birth of time, that 
the child was juiUy debarred from any of the 
parents' privileges of which it was a capable 
fubjetSt? This being the cafe, ail precepts 
and precedents are to be interpreted on fup« 
pofition that this is an eitabliihed and well au- 
thenticated fadl, which is not to be given up 
but by the moft unequivocal contravention. 
Therefore^ 

3. We retort, and more confiftently plead, 
that our opponents have neither precept nor pre^, 
cedent for their conducfl. They exclude where 
the iaw does not exclude, and where neither 
right reafon nor common fenfe require it. I 

" That the facred writings are our onfy rule 
of do6hrine *and worfhip, was the grand princi- 
ple of the reformation —*TA/ tibie only is the 
religion of ProteftantsJ^ True^ the bible onfy^ 
in q>ppfition to the bible and tradition: but 
not in oppofition to natural di£fates uncontroul- 
led by revelation. Our only rule of doSfrine 
and worjhip j that is, fuch do<SlTine zad worfliip 
as can be urged on men's confciences muft 
not contradiSi this rule, but be countenanced by 
it. A rw/if, not abfolutely and extenfively in 
every punftilio and circumftance, but pofitivcly 
K'2 and 
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9ynd correSively, as far, as it goes.— If nothit^ 
is to be confidered as the will of thrift, <ven 
in religious worfliip, but -what is exprcfsly and 
circumftantially defcrfbed, then our opponents 
XSX\A feel, equally feel, the cmbirraffinerit ¥fiA 
purfelves, not only in pthti^ matterfe but aJfo m 
tjic prefcnt controveriy, /'The perpetual try, 
thwfore, about fcripture exprftfs precepts and 
precedepts as alone decifive in the debate,' is of 
little moment with impartial itiquirers after 
truth, till . it is previoufly determined that the 
(criptures were deftgned oy the Fountain of aBt 
truth as our \rdy guide abfolutely and exten- 
fively, in this matter. ** The hofy fcriptures,*^ 
as the judicious Hooker well obferves, ** are 
*' all-fuj^cient unto that (ttd for which they 
** were given. Therefore, accordingly, we do 
.*' receive them ;* we d^ tiot think that hi them 
*' God hath omitted any thing needful unto 
** his purpofe, and l^ft Jiis intent to be ac- 
*' compli(hed by our devidngs. What the Icrip- 
*^ ture purpofeth^ the fame in all points it doth 
** perform. Howbeit, that here we fwerve not in 
** judgment, one thing efpecially we muft ob- 
*' fervc, namely, that jthe abfolqt^ perfeilion of 
** fcripture is feen by relatidfl unto that end 
«« whereunto it tendeth. '— And elfewhere he 
fays: '* Saint Augustine was refolute in points 
** of chriftianity to credit none^ how godly and 
. ^ learned foever they were, unlefe he confirmed 
«* his fcntence by the fcriptures, or by fome rea^ 
^ Jbh nU Contrary t9 tbitn. Let them therefbrc 

^* with 
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",wUh §t. AcusTjNB rejcfi and coQdemi^ that 
^^ whkh is not gi^ousidad either on the icripture^ 
*' or'<^ fome reafipn opt contrary to fcripture, and 
*' M^6 are i?eady . to give th€a> our hands i]^ 
^^. token of friendly confent with them*/' 

But: other fath^riy we are given to under^ 
fiand) are peremptory ^ as Gasil: 'Mt is a 
inanifeft mlilake in regard of faith, and a clear 
evidoiCQ of pridcj cither to rej^Sf any of thofc 
tiwgs which the &ripture contains; or to ia* 
<»9duC6: any thing^ thsut is not written in the 
Acrtd ptg0.*' Ambrose : *' Where the fcrip- 
tere h^nt^ ^ho ikk^llJpMkf" TfiRTUtLiAK: 
*' The fcriptUFf firbiik what it: does not nunm 
/£»;!•"•«>- But thefe and fimilar maxims muft ei. 
ther be takea with ^muatUny or elfe muft fiand 
conyidted of inconcl\^hre weabnefs. /' Ta urge 
** any thing upon^ |he chqr^hi requiring thereunto 
^ that celigious aiTf n^ of chriAian belief^ where- 
^ with the words of the body prophets ace re*, 
^^ceived} to tjr^ a^ tf^iog ^« part of that 
•«* fupernaturai and celeftially revealed truth which 
^ God hath taught^ and not ta (hew it in 
** fcripture, this 4id the ancien* Fathers ever- 
^ more think unli^wfuli impious, execrable. And 
♦* thus as thqir /peeches were meant, ib by us 
•♦ tliey mull: be r^rained^.^* 

It is furtiitr urged^ that ^ ihc Jilence^ of 

icripture is a fufficitnt ^und of r^e^-ting the 

J^ if tb^l cr^Sy [ex^cijm^ &c.— bccaufe thoijs' 

lluti|s not being written in the facied volume, 

. K 3 are 

• Ecclcf. .PtUw 9* IS. 1 «» 4* t lb* 5 Sf 



,y Google 



X98 ObjeHUm and Evafim of Ch. 5. 

are therefofe candemned.** Granted; for being 
/upported by no antecedent principle of reafon, 
and not enjoined by pdfitive authority, they are 
condemned defervedly. But the JiUna of fcrip- 
ture is not iht formal ground of reje6ling thein^ 
for it is filent abotit many other things coli- 
fefledly right j but rather becaufe not recom- 
mended by any law whatever, either natural or 
revealed. And when any thing is urged as ne- 
ceflary, which has no juft pretenfions for fuch 
neceffity but fcripture evidence, then the filence' 
of fcripture concludes' againft it, being indeed^ 
on the fuppofition, the only remaining role 
wheieby its pretenfions can be tried. 

Our author is very fond of introducing Dr« 
Owen among thofc who, he fuppofes, condemn 
themfelves. For the Dr. had faid : " When 
once a perfon maintains it allowable to pafir 
over the limits of the divine €omnumd^ there 
is nothing to hinder him from running 
the moft extravagant lengths*/' , And agaiiit 
^ AH worfliip is obedience; obedience refpe<Rs 
authority ; and authority exerts itfclf in com» 
mands. — It is the authority of God alone, that 
can make any worlhip to be religious ; or the 
performance of it to be an z& of obedience, to 
him\.*\ One might be led to think from Mr. 
B»*s manner of introducing thefe quotations, 
that the celebrated Dri Ov^en has dcferted the 
cauie of Poedobaptifm, if it be but granted 

witfaol 

* Theologottmejui L. v, c« «▼• § s« f Expofitton oa 

Hebrews u 6, y^l, h p» 99^ 
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withal riuir the bmt cafe if not exprtfsfy cxxokx^ 
tenaneed, and incontrovertibly enjoined, in 
hdy writ. But let the reader obferve, thiait the 
following remarks are contained under the very. 
Jami head^tA diiconrfe. ^^ The command <^ 
^ God is the ground and reafon of all religit* 
w ous worflup.— Now the command of God i3 
" twofold; formal and vocalr^real and inierpfi^ 
^* totivi \ confiiting in an imprefiion of the 
^ mind and will of God upon the nature of 
<^ his creatures, with refpedl imto that obedi* 
^ ence which their ftate, condition, and d<;« 
** pendance on him requireth. The very na^- 
^ ture of an intelledlual cre;^ture. jnade^ftppr .ti\c 
*^ glory of . God, and placed in a mqral de« 
^ pendance upon him, and futigeftion xso$o him, 
^ hath in it the force of a command^ as to the 
^^ wor(hip and fervice that God requireth at 
** their hands ♦/* Thcrefbrc, On fuppofition that 
nothing (hort of a command can authorize a re-> 
ligious addon, the Dr. is clear that commands 
are not only formal and vocal^ but alfo reefl 
and interpretative. The former fort of com- 
mands is founded on the infufEciency of in- 
formation which man poflefTes prior to their 
being tmSttAi as to thofe particulars enjoined'^ 
the latter fort continues of equal force with the 
other, as far as the information goes. 

Th£ PcedobaptiUs are claffed by Mr. B. 

with FisH£R the Jefuit in their conclufionS| 

j?bo, when vindicating the worfliip of images 

- K 4 fays: 

♦ lb, p. 9S. 
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titoo Ql^^fHint (vhi E'O^m of j^h* %, 

•ftysr* ^ Int the ^fcripttirf ^th«te is no 1twprtf$ 
fra£ttct f>or pnecept of wodh]pt>ing tbe iniag^ 
«^ClM^ift:^ yet thei« be printipiB« whidi, th4 
tight of nature ftippofed, cdnvinoe adora^ko to 
lie Idi^ful/'- £i* this we overturn rtw vmp 
•moft efte£lua1Iy) without bekig behokkn'to Mn 
fi/s fallacious mocte of arguing from the ^na 
<jf ftriptu^e, as if k wer« a rule of undUlin-* 
^died ^gfA utiiverfsd applicatiotii Firft, pod^ 
live ilkerd^libm are dlredly oppbfiad to \t% 
fi&kt)4. XX. &4:.)^and ff^oonAyi the principles df 
right ^r^fo^ give it n0 €ountenance> my, iathei\ 
fh^tn the fan^e principles: image wodhip is dc^ 
JfMnS^^bly M^Aird.-'-^How far the affintioiH 
** thit lher€ i^ no tM}^{% precept, &<t/' is con4 
fifteht ivMi' ^t^hs i\\^ rea«kr mijiy jwdge from 
ferufing the fortrier Vo}«me, (Chi^)^' iii.; § 36-*4 

54.) • • • 

§ J. (j) It' fe ugaStt tjfejeaca, « That thert 
is ho evid^i^ce of Pted<»baptir4n before the lat« 
\!^ end of the yjf<j>fA? dr the beginning «f tht 
third centuty*/' To ^hich I reply, 
• 1. Ir it be iht wi/l of Ch^ift 't^ baptise iiu 
fants, which I think has been deihonitmtdd^ tht 
foppofed fiitnce of antiquity is of littie mo^ 
mcnt, 

' 2. The very oljeatort, as flitea by Mr, B. 
himfelf, impKes, that, ** towards the latter enil 
of tlie fetmiy or ti^ b^inning of the third €£n» 
SUry" u c. about tne hundred years a^er the 

deatk.^ 



* See PoBdob, £sam, Ch«p» ix, ^ij^* 
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*ith of the apoffite joYnc^ Pcedbbaptiftn Incoil*^ 
tcftibly cxifted. 

3. The compafathre filence of near a cenfuiy 
srfter the apoftoliek age, by no means iinplie* 
that the praftice of baptizing children was not 
then in ii(e. If the practice be a part of chrif*- 
tian d\«y> as^ we maintain, it is moi*e charita* 
1^ to fuppofe they did adhere to it, than the 
tontraryf, wher^j w^ are not determined by po» 
fitive evidence either way. And 

4. Supposing it was actually oppoftd by 
ibme fbbii after the apoftoliek age, (which docs 
not yet appear,) even, this, of itfelf, would no 
more pxttve it wr6ng, tlian the oppoiitions made: 
to other now acknowledged troths proved them^ 

5* Ta which I may add in the language o£ 
Mr. TowoooD c '* If any think it fttange, that 
we have m more .exprdfs tedimoniea to thk 
jpra6tioe of the church; in the writii^ of t&cfe 
iirfiei«v let him confidbr— That the for. ^estter 
parjtof Ihcir writings arp loftf and that it is 
Mttle more than their -names and a few pieces 
ef their wcM^ks, e^eciaHy as. to the firfi agi^ 
tfiatal^ tranfmitted xlown to us;-«Andaifb [pro-t 
bably] that the baptifin of infants being thed 
unh^rfalJy fraSiifedy and no doi^ts or di^utq. 
having. ever been movsd about it;. and it being 
Kkewife the conftant ever-^prevailing cidtom of 
^\ the enemies of dmftiani: y^ bath , Jtws . and 
Pffgjtnsy to admit in/ants to a participation of 
their riligious uremo^fis ^oitd^ ri$e^ fogitfae^ ^witb'" 
K 5 tbeir 
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thir parents. Thefe things confidcrec^ it will not/ 
appear ftrarigc that this point is fo ranly touchr; 
cd on in the writings of ^ thofc times.' There 
are a thoufand religious books written in the- 
prejeni age^ in wliich the leaji hint is not to be 
found about baptizing of infants, ,tho* the point 
has now been fo long and fo wannly contro*- 
verted amongft us: much lefs, then, (hould one^ 
expert to find any thing but a few allufion& 
and hints as to this matter, in the books o£ 
Aofe early times*.*' 

§ 4* The firft authorities produced by Mr* 
B* to fupport his pofition are SALMAsrirs and; 
SuiCERUs, who affcrt, that " In the two firft 
centuries, no one was baptized, except, being 
intruded in the faith, and acquainted with 
tiie doctrine of Chrift, he was able to profefs 
himfelf a believer ; becaufe of thofe words^ He 
that beHevith and is' baptized*** But to confrcmt 
their authority, let the following obfervations of, 
tlie learned Mr. Bingham, whofe refearches 
into Ecclefiaftical Antiquities are well known to 
be very great, be well confidered: ^^ Infants, were 
of two forts, either (uch as were born of chrif*^ 
tian parents, or fuch as were born of Heathens^ 
but by fome providential means became the 
polleffion. and property, as I may call k, of the 
cbriftian church: Neither of which fort were^ 
excluded from baptifm, when fuificient fppnforsL 
ct)idd be provided for them. This is fo evi^- 

dent 

* The Ba^ti/JB of lafiuiU a Raifimabk Scnricei p« 3'> 32* 
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dent from the ancient records of the church, 
that it is to be wondered hgw fonje leftfned, 
perfons could run into the contrary opmion, and 
offer reafons from antiquity in prqudice of the 
church's conftant praftice. Mr. Wall in his 
elaborate Difcourfe of Infant Baptifm, has juftly 
refledted upon abundance of thefe men, who 
by their unwary concellions,^ have given toa 
great advantage, to the Anabaptifts of this -age* 
Tliere are fome others alfo, which he had not 
feen, who advance as unwwthy notions of the 
ancient prnftlce: For Salmasius, and Suice- 
nys out of him, (Thciaur. Eccks. Tom. ii. 
p. 1 136.) deliver it as authentick hiftory, that 
for the two firft ages no one received baptifm, 
who was not firft inftrufted in the faith and 
dotSlrine of Chrift, fo as to be able to an^nrei^ 
for himfelf, that he believed^ becaufe. of t}^fo' 
words. He that believeth and is baptized. Which 
in effea is to fay, that no infant for the two 
firft ages was ever admitted to chriftian bap-^ 
tifm. But afterwards they own Pcedobaptifm, 
came in, upon the opinion, that baptifm was, 
nece(&ry to falvation. Now I (ball not thint 
my felf obliged to be very proJix in refuting this, 
opinion, together with \\i^ falje juppo/ituin which, 
is made the foundation of it,, fince that has fo. - 
often, and fo fubftaniially been done by Vos- 
sius*. Dr. Forbes t,. Dr, Hammond J^ Mr. 
Walker J, and efpecially Mn Wall**, who 
^6 has' 

* DcBapt, Difp, »:v, f Inftrud, Hii!, Theol* Lih, x, cap. 5,' 
D Dcf. of IiUant^Btpt, ch. 4. J Plea tbr Infant- »^apt. ch. xxyu, ftc, 
•• Hift. of Inf. Bapt,J>art I. ctoip, i. Ac, "^ 
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hi9ckkHlj contelered the tcfthnony and itithontf 
of ahnift evcf y anci*»t vvritct tttathas^ faid any 
thirtg 'upon thte fiibjta.-*-!!! aH ordmaiy cafei, 
where Water baptifiti thight be had, ttey fthe 
m6ft ; ancient fiithcrs] conchided ks geriferally for 
the' Hicefpty tk it^ itotXi that laifartion rf our Sa- 
Hoxxty Except tmt k born of "voatei^ mi ^e Spi- 
Hty' h cannot tnfer into the kifigdtim of God* 
TBfs -Was ftoe^bnljr A\do<5h-inte of the third w 
feiurth ages, ^s^ Sali^astius and SitIcsrus te- 
^feAt, but the *do(9Tine of the vify firft agcs» 
immediately ' fafccecdmg the apo(Ucs. Fcftr we 
fee Hermes Pastor {Lib. I. Vil.' iii, dip. 3. 
lib; III; Sirtiil: ix. m 16.] wdlio Kvcd ki the 
^gpoftdical • age, founds thd general heecffity of 
bftptifm upcmthat very faying of our Savioui'. 
Arfd'Aerefore th^y Who i*eprefent this doftfin^ 
df the neceffity of baptifrti^ as a novelty or anf 
€ttai firfr introduced into the church hi the 
^ of Saint AtTSTii^ againft the PELACiA^Jr 
hd^icks; do nianifeft wrong both to the doc- 
trine itfelf, and to Saint Austin, and to the 
ancients, who embraced and delivered the fame 
before him. And it gives an unnecejfary ad- 
vantage to the' Antipoeiiobaptifts, which a right 
undefftanding of this matter abfolutcly t^ei 
• fr6m* them . I thbught it therefore of fome 
ufe to obferve this againft Salmasius and Su- 
jCiSRVS, and to add it to the bbfervktions 
which Mn Wail has made upon Hermes 
Pastor*/* 

It 

• Bxii6«Aii^«0risiii« IctlcfiaA, B« si. C. iv« § 5. 6, 
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It it y9i!^ known to the leanted tfiiit /&»# 
ritf Martyr vrrote and floitui^ed ioon after 
Oer apoftdtck age; for bis ccmverfioa happened 
ikoat the fixteeath year of Trajah^ that is^ 
AD. 132-* That tbe.apolagy which he |^re* 
jfcnteii to AMTOi>iivus Pius^ and the young 
defatij being .the firji he wrote, wa$ coinpoied 
^hom A. D. liso^-* And that he fufiered mar* 
tyrdom about the fecond year of Marcus Ak* 
tH>NiKV8) A* D. 16 , or according to ^aroU 
ifj^S, A. D. 165. Now Justin plainly fay% 
m the at>oldgy juil referred', to, commonly ad« 
led the fecond, altho' in reahty it he tke faSt^ 
as OuPi« bk^erves, that there Ivcre in his 
lime, ^* Several men and women of fixty or 
Seventy years old, •« tie ira»d^» lyMMtv^an rt» x^& 
who fnom infants had he^n 'di/apud, profdyted* 
«r deiFoted to Cbrift*.** Here he ufes the icry / 
word 6f the ccftnmiffion^ fittMwi^ with which / 
fetptifm id fo (trid^ly and infeparabiy conne<5ted» 
Difcipk all nati^H$ baptizing thim (Matt. xxviii» 
ig.) Now if any were difdpldd^ profelyted, or 
devoted. to Chrift (whkh we have flicwn ta 
be the tejpAative fe^ee of the word, chap, iii, 
§4.5 — 470 from their ii^fancy^ «w raij**, tbc^ 
muft h^ve been bapti^^d- from their infancy jifce« 
Wfe^' according to the comirtiffiony an4 while 
feme of the apoftles w^re yet living. 

Th« autfior of the -R^ogmitimsy who was co* 
temporary with Justin Martyr^ and fup4 
pofed by fome tO' be Bardesanis Svrus» 
^eaks of the neceffity of baptifin thus : ^ The 

weaknefs 
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weakn^fe of the firft rativity, whidi. com^ ita 
you by man, is4of>t off. when you are (regtne'^ 
rata ex aqua) regenerated of water, and renewed . 
to God > and thus you may arrive at - falvattoo^- ^ 
which otherwife is ' not attainable. For thiM » 
the true prophet fjefus Chriil] hath affiired iw . 
with a folemn aflevcration, fsLy'mQ, Ferily J fuf,. 
unto you except one be born again (f water he. j 
Jhall not enter the kingdom of heaven* J* Now ; 
(mce this author holds the ne;ceffity. of baptifoi 
to purge away oiiginal fin (we do not juftify. 
Yi\% divinity)^ and for an entrance into the king-r- 
dom of heaven, is it. not highly pn>bable th^: 
Be in fail baptized infants? Jnconte(Uble evir 
dence and certainty that he did is not neceiTaryy^ 
for the nature of the cafe only requires, that^, 
in conneiSlipn with all preceding accoontSr q£, 
right and fa&y k was more probable infants wo'C,. 
admitted to thefe apprehended bleffings by bap— • 
tifm, than the contrary. . Aed \i\l hi right to^» 
l>aptize infants, charity conftrains us tp fuppofe 
that this matter of right was reduced lofa£iy if. 
we are not prevented by Ibme count^^proof^ . 
^ ^ Here th^ we: have another author widua\ 
the compais of the two £rft ages, dire^y €on« 
fronting that aflertion of SAiMAisms ai^d Sui« 
CERUS, i hat the doftrioe of the.neceflity of 
baptifm to falvation, was not the dpdlrine of 
tfi6 iivo firft' ages^ but only an opinion tak^i- up 
afterwards, upon which foundation the pradlice of 
infant baptilm was introdficed into, the churftb. 
for no one: can, or ever ^\^ declare himfejf 

plainer 

* Kecognit, Lib* vi« a« 9« A^. Cotsisa* Tom. u p« 5 51* 
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ptiuacr for the neceffity of baptifm to falvatioii^ . 
than this author does, from the words of our 
Saviour Chrift, which he interprets, as M ihi 
$HcitHts both before and after him did, of tliQ 
ptdinary nect;flity of water-baptifm to falvation* 
So that if in^t baptifm was founded, a& $al-> 
MA SI us pleads, upon the opinion of . the ne* • 
^oflity of 4>aptirm to £aIvation; this authoi^ 
inuft' be an afiertor of infant baptifm, becaufe 
}i6 was> und^iably an afiertor of the general 
ncceflity of baptifm to falvation*.'*^ - 

Irsnjeus, who according to Dr. Cave, ancf 
lijr. DoDw^L, was bom about A. D. 97, wuilc 
the ^poffk John was yet Jiving^ faysj ** For 
Chrift came to fave all perfons by himfelf; all 
I^ fay, qui per turn rbnascuntur in Deum^ 
who l^ him are rtgineratei unto God, In« 
YAMTS and little ones, and diitdren, and youths^. 
and elder perfons t*" Now what is me^nt by 
renafcuntur^ we may learn from himfelf when, in 
a praiklplac^ (Lib. i. cap. 18.) he fays, ^^ r« 
^aW)i^/A0jo$:r«$ ik @io» wtmffvtn^cim^'^ bopti^n^ wbich i^ 
our regeneration- xinto God,- or, the baptifm of 
regeneration to Godj^'' And thai Iren-«us is 
not fingular in callijiig baptifm regenewatiimy' my 
that ail the ancients commonly do the iam^ 
SwicRRUs himfelf owns J. 

Mr. B« objects to this paflage by obferving.: 
** If thefe expcef&ons, , 1(^/70 by him are rige^ 

NIRATEO 
• BiNOHAM Hi fiiprMs § 8. t ^^^ Lib. ai., cap. ^9. 

)Tit&ur Becks. Voce mtaytw^U* See alfi^ WAi.L't HiT*. 
xmit and* AoTwcr to Gals* 
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ii«)iAtkt> to God^ fignify t>€ (mk qs being 
t^izidi tfcKy convey th0 Mea rf chit Lord 
kim/fff bapti/jng peifons of differ^it ages% Birt^ 
Ihis we know was faf from b«ing a f^Sty ftr 
yg/irf kimjt)/ Sapti^^ed w#,' John iv. X-T B*t 
the author i» not fpeaking of Chrift** cotiiin^ 
to favc all perforin vv4io ^r ^/ar had betn hkpl 
«zed, but all w^* tffv ; which ^X9 ChrSfi 
bodily pr^fence abfolutely oW of the q^eftidiii 
Ifhefcfore^ whether w« unckrftand by the uto^ 
renafcnniur^ baptifijn, or a Ipiritual cfemge,. the 
fhx^kiper fum is eil^talif prop^» : '- the former^bdhg 
cffet^d by his gr^afcey the other by his trndorky^ 
If iRENiEosi tfeiHfore, intehds'by the J>fcffa^ 
lirfiat was -commonly meant by the term ki qoeP^ 
tion 'in thofe ear!y times, namely baptifin, ai. 
Mr. Wail ih his Miftory, and in his an^ 
fwer to Ga^s's Rdleftions,^ ^t^ Aiindaiifljf^ 
f mvcd^ the raeafning is, *' thrift camfe- tt> Ave 
W/, infantsj &c. who- atie, #i&/w* AAt (Ws medi,i 
iition, his nart^e, m virtue 41 *fis autfcority,} 
hapthcedy i. e. feparated to God- by the ehnfliaii v 
tftirifkation.'* "But this '•^ represents our Lord 
as 'coming intcy- the- World t€* feve thofe only* 
^'ho are baptized ;- ath iaia^ift&tiM '(adds Mr. 
B..) which is ai>horrent from truth, and ought 
not without tlie cleareft evidence to be charged 
on the i^neraMc ancient." Ift the firft place, 
tmrprefent inquiry is - Vit^ vho)it. tbedpgkal -hut 
hijioricai tru'h. And, if any one is difpofed 
to fopport the credit of thefe- ** Venerable anci- 
ents" by dtnymg-jf><Vf/;r fn^i (of which tfie 

writings 
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writiogsr fif Hermes, Justin Martyr, the 
JR.€CQgnitioni of Bardesanes Syrus, Iren^u^ 
Clemens Alexandrinus, TertulliAn, Am- 
brose, CHRvsosroM, Gregory Nyssen, &c, 
are (landing moautnents) let him, for me, in* 
<iulgc the fancy, and enjoy the profits. — In 
ihoft, Iren^us's real meaning appears to me 
to be this, That it was our Lord's avowed ex- 
plicit defign, by becomiag incarnate, and goin^ 
j^r omrum getatem^ thro' the fevtral ftages of 
Bfe, to make an exhibitory grant of falvatioa t6 
all the baptized; that the laivation was intended^ 
according to the tenor of its external difpenla- 
tion, for Ati, infants, &c. devoted to. God, by 
kaptifm, thro' Lhrift, and not for Jome 6nly» 
tic is not fpeakipg of the internal application 
pf ialvation (according - to thq hidden puipofe 
pf Heaven) but of us external exhibition i not 
the Jecret things which belong unto the Lord, 
tmt thofe things which are rsvedUd^ that belong 
to us and our chiMrm for ever j that Jelus 
(^jrift capfic into the . world to fave finners j 
that it is his exprejs will and pleafure, no one, 
fet apart to God by the ^ initiatory rite^ ihoDid 
perilh for w^ant of a Saviou];- and juitable means 
of balvation^ that Chhft and his ialvation are 
fo far deftgntd for them, that nothing but their 
criminal reje^icn of the merciful grant can de- 
prive tnena of it» Jiut for any to be, made 
willing in the day of Clu-ift's power; to have 
the light of truth (hining in the mind,' by the 
ffficiencf of him who commanded the primi- 
tive 
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tive natural light to (hine out of darkneis^ 
to be ailually reftored to the favour and image 
of God, and made happy with the enjoyment 
of his falvation, muft be referred, not to the 
mere exercife of the juftice ^nd equity of moral 
government, but to the juft and equitable ex* 
ercife of fovereign grace. ^ Without attending 
to this plain and neceflary diftindidn, not only 
the writings of the fathers, but a great part of 
the holy fcriptures will be involved in obfcurity 
and feeming contradi6tions ' 

Clemens Alexanprinus, who flouriflied to^ 
wards the clofe of the fecond century, has thefe 
remarkable words : ** If any one be a fifher^ 

man, A^^^th^ fitfAiffiaiku K»^ rti/p i{ tf^7o( ctvaffvufitftiw 

iraf^tVv, let him think of an apoftle and th6 
chVdren taken out of the water*." On which 
parage Gentianus Hervetus has this com* 
ment: ** If there be engraven m a fea^ging 
the pidure of a fifherman [or rather as Cls^ 
meat's own words are. If a fiiherman will 
have an engraving on his feal] let him think 
of St. Peter, whom. Chrift made a fiflier of 
men; and of the children which, when bapi 
tized, are drawn out of a hver of water, as 
out of a fifli-pondf/* The father «^is in 
this chapter^ iac^% Mr. Wall^ giving diredUon 
to chriftian men and women concerning the 
gravity and modefty to be ufed ih their appa- 

r^ 

• P«d«|0^, lib. iii. C. it. f See Wai.i*| Ddaic| qC., 
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xA and ornaments. And among other things 
fpeaks of the rings then ufually worn on their 
fingers, and the icals engraven on them. He 
eameftly fcwbids all idolatrous and lafcivious 
piftures or engravings 5 and ad vifes to fuch ais 
are innocent, modeft and ufeful \ and fays thus, 
Let your feal be a dove, or a fifh, or a (hip 
tinder fail, or a haip, as was that of Polycra- 
T£s; or an anchor, which Seleucus made his 
choice. And if any one be a fijherman^ &c.^ 
As the emblem of an anchor, or of a (hip 
under fail, ufed for the imprefs of a fail ring, 
does fuppofe thpfe things to be commonly feen» \ 
known, and ufed; fo St. Clement's advifing the 
emblem of an cpojile baptizing an infanU to be 
ufed by the cbrUlians in his time (which wa# 
^t about ninety yean after the apoftles) fi* \\ 
the fculpture of their feals, does fuppofe it com* \ \ 
monly known by them that the apoftles did 
perform that office. 

* This pailage has not efcaped Mr. B.'s no- 
tice, and he takes no imall pains to evade the 
force of it. But the fum total of what h^ 
fays, amounts only to this. That the term 
v»»^»» is fometame's applied to young converts 
to chriftianity as vveil as infants \ which no one 
denies. £ut it (hould not be forgotten that ia 
liiis branch of our fubjiS we aft on the de- 
fenfevey and therefore that a demonftration of the 
negative is unneceflary; and if tlie balance o^ - 
probability turns in our favour, our advantage is 
abundantt 'Whether the term, ^#iJu», be " cxp 

preffivc 
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l^eAive <>f young cmiMrti to .chriftianily,^ or ter 
^//// chtidren literally, let the kamed reader jud^ 
loir hhnfelf. For my own partj I (Jaonot helj> 
Slinking, but that the above Cotsunent of G£N»- 
ViANu^ Herv£tu«, in conne6lii)n. with the 
exprefs ^efign of CLElviENr. ia t\vB chapur^ ts 
the mojf pr^h^bb m^aamgy notwithltandtng the 
vnked cfibrts of Mr. B. and Barkek to fliew 
the contrary. 

-§ 5. As for Tertuiljanv vho ivas coteitb- . 
{)orary whb CtfiMsi^Ty Mr. B. 'alhms that he 
** fpeaks txpttj^y of infant baptkhu" The foU 
idwing paiTage is found in his treatlfe Z>r ha^ 
tifm^ (cap. xviii.): •'According to evesy per- 
fon^s ccnditUn and iifii^liuon^ and evea their 
^$y the delay of baptifna is m&re ufefut\ but 
tTpeci^lIy with regard |o UttU thildrm.. F^T 
^hat neeeffity is there, that the iponibr$ «Ui» 
€^\M be. brought to dang^.^ Becaufe titbear by 
death they may break their, pnamiiie% or el^ 
tMy be deceived by a loture wicked difyofiUon. 
Our Ldrd indeed fays, .Do . H9t forbid them (9 
tome unto me. Therefore, let them come pro*' 
vidtd they grow wp', let thein come provided 
they fcarn; provided tiiey are ta^eht whither 
ih^y come: let them be «nade chrmians^^ pro»* 
Yided ihey can know Chrift. Why ^^* this in** 
iroccnt^age make hft(fc to iht tini^M tof Jim 
fi. e.' StrptTfm]? In Woridiy affairs men act more 
tauriotifly, than to tntruft him with a divioe 
treafure, to whom earthly fubftance is not en** 
tnii^ed. Let then know how ip aik * iitivation» 

that 
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thsk you may appear to teve given it to one 
that aiketh. Fcr no Ufs, nafon unmarrlci perfons I 
^dfo (hould be xlelayed, who .are ^xpotie4 to. 
temptation i as well as virgins by iTeafon o^ n>a* 
ttirity, as widows by being defliiuie of a jcon?* 
Ibrt ; until tliey cither inariy, or be coilfif mcdi 
in continence/' From. this paffagft Mr, |}. .ga«*, 
&ers that infant (raptifin^ ^' was tlveoi a ,^mW 
]pra<SUce, wa^ juft commencing and approved \xf 
it^ry fewy^ becaufe Tirtvllian vpp$J^ ftj 
•* had it beei\ otfaerwife, fi^ys he, there is i^ 
reafin to im^gloe that the celebratewi African 
Father would have ti:iated it as he ^/f But 
that he had lAo^^ good^ rea^n, isa. &> trestii^ \t^ 
may appear from Itis ownl accpunt, fpr k is the 
like reajon with tliat which he urges for proj? 
craftinating Sie baprifna of unmarrkd women I 
aivhich Mr. B. I prefume-muft cfte^m fuffi^etnly 
'whimfical and shfwcd.^ J mveJ pr€n^i(ejf4/f f^mr 
mencing^^pryivid h ^^J fi^ f '^ Ai$ fee a 
fair inference, wp are anthoriz^dy fram the {wne 
yremifes, to concltide, that *' U> baptizic unr 
married women, who are furrounded vfith teq>p^ 
tations^ as well virgin® as widows, was a imj§l 
praSficey juji ^MtfitPnci^ eppracved by '^$ry few J 
—The Truth -is, TEitTwixiAfU ^cntdrtainojd 
imfcriptural and iuperftiuo\js notions about the 
nature and inaportance of baptiftn, wTiicb nude 
him add to the above paffitgc Ihe following 
words : *• They who underftaod the importance 
of baptifm will rather be afxiaid to receive \ty 
ihan to put it- -oSi^ He thought that (in afUr 

baptifm 
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baptifm, was fomething vaftly different from fyt 
befori baptifm, if at all pardonable. He admits 
the FACT that Uttle children were baptized ; and 
that fponfors undertook for them, (probably lie 
refers to children of heathen parents come to 
the pofl^ffion of chriftians, when he fp^s of 
Jpof^orsj and if fo that the advice of delaying 
baptifm refers &nfy to them) but he. does not 
attempt to (hew that it was ^ a novel pra^Ue^ 
fitfi eommeneingr approved by very few** AVith" 
£uF greater propriety wc may fay, that his /»- 
tile mode of reafoning on tJie« fubjec^ founded on 
fuperflition, (for which he was remarkable m 
many other xdi^e£k%y as his works teftify) was 
a " novel pra£iUey jujl commenctngy and approved 
hf very few** 

"That this ancient writer, lays Mr. B» 
had a high reg^d for traditional rites* -in the 
-affairs of religion, is plain beyond a doubt, from 
what he fays when profeffedly handling that 
very fubjc6t. His words, as given us by an 
eminent Pcedobaptift [Wall's Hift. Part IL 
chap, ix.] are as follow:*-^' To begin with 
baptifm— Wh^n we arc taken up out of the 
water, we tafte a. mixture oC milk and honey ; 
and from that day we abftain a whole week 
from bathing . ourfelves, which otherwife we ufe 
every day. — At every fetting out, or entry on 
bufinefs ; whenever we cot.c in, or go out from 
any place; when we drefs for a journey; when 
we go into a bath; when we go. to meat; 
when the candles arc brought irt; when we lie 
' . ' down. 
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4own, or fit down, &c. whatever buflncfs we 
Iiafe, w^ make on our foreheads the fign of the 
crofs. If you fearch in the fcriptures for any 
command for thefe and fuch like ulkges, you 
(hall find none. Tradition will be urged to 
you, as the ground of them; cuftom as the 
coi^mer of them ; and our religion teaches to 
x^bferve Jtheoi*'* Next follows Mr. B.'s very 
Angular remark: ** Hence it appears, fays he, 
with fuperior evidence! that, this ancient author 
tonfid^ed infant baptifm as a «m>/»/ invention/' 
How, :ii> the name of Logic, does this conclu- 
fipn follow from the premifes ; He fubjoins, 
^* As a pratSiice, that was neither injoined by 
divine .command, nor warranted by publick 
examples, nor yet recommended by the poor pre- 
tence , (^ tradition, nor even, countenanced by 
prevailing cuftom.'* If you are dim-lighted, 
reader, have recourfc to your glafles, and wipe; 
thepa clean, and the conclufion, no doubt, will 
appear with fuperior evidence. Yes : becaufe 
.TERTyLLiAN does not mention infant baptifm 
among the unwritten traditions and cuftoms of 
th^ church, therefore it was neither injoined by 
divine -command, nor warranted by apoftolick 
examples ! But, fihce the Poedobaptifts are fond 
of truth without evidence^ it may be more pleaf- 
ixjg to fome of them to view the following 
darker conclufion, viz. Inafmuch as this ancient 
author doa not diffiiade from the pradice of 
.baptizing infants becaufe it was a novel inven* 
,tion, it is incredible that it was fuch -^ for if 

h5 
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he b^Keved it to bi an inpov^tibnj why 4oe» 
he not rqeft it upoti thit groilna,' which wouM^ 
have been,^ on the fuppofition^ an eftntial to- 
pic of diffuafion ? Moreover; his mentiomiig 
thofe wcrrds of our Lord^ Nolkt iUos pfHthiben 
Md me venire^ Do not forbid ihtf^ to come «««». 
mej in the form of an ohje6ihn ag^iift his ad«» 
vice to defer their haptifm 5 ftrongl^- tntknate^ 
that the pra£lice itfelf was worn- to ^ ^rged^ 
and thought valid, from thofe memorable, and 
gracious words ; and whith Te-rtvlmjin €p- 
pofes with the fame reafon and fuccels as 1^ 
dtfciples^ when they forhai the- Utile thi^^nf^ 49^ 
ie brought to Chrjjf. For with ^€^\ {^ojiriety 
might they have €xpoftu]ated wiiH the p^ohii) 
bited children's parents^ ** Let them come wheA 
they are grown up; Icr them comc^ ' when fbey 
can kam; when they are tau^t whither it ll 
thejr^ come; let them he made chriftiahs, ' v^hen 
they are capable of knowing Chrift/' That is 
a goodly mode of anfwering an <dbje£i^ibn, ^ieh 
confifts in repeating the very things objedted 
to! Let not the children be brouglrt now^ fay 
the difciples; Nay •* fuflfer them to d>mc and 
forbid them not," fays Chrift; Sitffinr them t9 
tomey fays the catholic church, on Chrift!s ati- 
thority; Noy fays the African Innovator (except 
where there is "danger of death) ; My iiy the 
Antipoedobaptifts, let not the children be 
brought nozvi but let them be better qualified^ 
On the whole; if Mr. B/s account of the 
above celebrated pai&ge be coitipared with the 
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erigifiali. Jl WiU fooa app^r. mt\ what jufiice 
thofe acute criticks, the Mont hxy Rbview- 
WLS, proDOunced it ^^ partial i\ axid faid that 
he '^ h»lli not pretexted the: reader with the 
tBioky not- thp e^fi^ fenfe (f£ the apcient Fa-r 
thee/*. A0;d I fl?*ttcr myifelf it will alfo appear, 
front t^e; prf/ent- aftef^pty^ that, wj^iat they further 
v^ . is equally juft : ^< Wheii the omiffion is fup* 
plied, and a fair trapflation giyen, the pajflage 
will bear a diffennt ajpea*.*^ 

QuiQisN, who flo\Mri(h€d . In tl^e' beginiiang of 
the .thiid century, ha^ fi^arims paflagcs that tend 
to iUnftcatei and. . coi^m the^ antiquity of in/ant 
baptif|ll^^ ibtm of which paflagesj fa^s )Ax\ B. 
it muft be allowe€l, ^e plain ai;id exprefs to 
the point.^ A. few herei follow. " le 

reafon, why the baptifm of the chi d 

for the ; remiffioo qf fins, is alf :d 

to infants h - SinCe^ were thv^e e i- 

fants that; required fprgiveja^fs ai^ ,.,^.-^,— ic 
grace of, baptifm. j||igh,t (e^fn fuperflujdusfv 
And again :. ^ Infwits- are- b;^ptized for the re- 
million of fips. Of what fin^? Or. when have 
they.^ finned i (>r'how, in the c^e- of little 
children, caaaqyxcafonQf- the J^yer [i e. bap- 
ttfiii]' hold good ; lexoept acj^pfdii^g • t^ tt^e fenfe 
brfore inentianedi? ; Np \-mi^ is -free froni,poj- 
4«<<ton, thrf his Hfc ^ppn earth, wefe'. but the 
length of one day. And, becaufo by the facra- 
ment of baptifoi oi^r n;itive pollutions are put 
awayv therefore it js thfait i^fa^t^ %ife ^pt^zedk 
Vol. 11. L. ' For 

• MoMbJiyjBjWW^j Vo^w^ii. 4>* ai> % ^om. viii. on Lcyit. 
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For except a man be bom of wat^ and the 
fpirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of hea- 
ven J." And elfewhere: *' The church hath 
received the tradition from the apoftles, that 
baptifm ought to be admimftered to infimts. 
For they to whom the divine myftmes were 
committed know that there were in all, thofa 
natural defilements which muft be waChed away 
by water and the j^irit*." 

To thefe ftrikmg teftimonies Mr. B. excepts : 
** £t ought, however, to be obferved, that thofe 
quotations are 4nade, not from the Greek of 
^at celebrated Father, but from fuch Latin 
'verfidns of his works as are vtrj corrupt, and 
confequcntly render it quite uncertain what was 
his opinion in reference to that aiFairJ* In an- 
fwer to which, let the following remarks of 
T)r. Wall fuffice: ** If there were found ia 
thefe tranflations of Origcn but one or two 
places, and thofe in Rufinus alone, that did 
fpeak of infant baptifm ; there might have be^i 
fufpicion of their being interpblatiohs. But 
when there are fo many of them, brought in 
on feveral" occafions, in tranHations made by fe« 
veral men, who were of feveral parties and enc* 
mies to one another^ as St. Hierom and Rur 
FiMUS were, and upon no temptation (for it is 
certain that in their time there was no difpiite 
about infant baptifm) that they fhould be 9/7 
without any reafon forged, is abfurd to tlUnl;. 
Xfpecially if we confider that thefe. tnmflator^ 

. Uved 
} H<aB« xnr* in liCf « <^ On xc • Cosuacnt. ia Rom* Lib* v« cap. 6« 
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Kved not much more than an hundred years af- 
ter Origbn's time; and the chriftians thea 
mufl know whether Infants had been ufed to 
be baptized in Ori gen's time, cnr not; the 
▼ery tradition from father to fon muft have 
carried a memory of it for fo (hort a time. 
And then, for them to make Origen fpeak 
c^ a thing which all the world knew was not 
in ufe in his time, muft have made them ri- 
diculous* And befides; in the Greek remains 
there are fentences and expreflions fo like and 
parallel — that they do confirm thefe to he genu* 
ine tranflations*.'' To this I ihall fubjoin the 
following remark, as not very foreign to the 
fubjefl: ** What Mr. Booth fays of Rufinus 
makes but little againft the teftimony of Ori- 
GEN ; which, by the way, is not confined to 
thofe books that were tranflated by Rufinus. 
But if there were interpolations, why muft tho/s 
parages be the interpolated ones? Where 13 
the mark of their fpurious birth f?" St. Je- 
ROME, if his own plain teftimony is to be ere-* 
dited, tranflated the Homilies on St. Luke with- 
out alteration, and in a manner literally exad. 
But the pailage already quoted from this part 
of Origeh's works. Is abfolutely decifive^ that 
INFANTS, as well as adults, were admitted 
into the church of Chrift by baptism in his 
time. And in proportipn as Rufinus's tranf- 
L 2 lation 

• Wai.i.*« Defence, AppendJx, p. jj. al(b Hlftory, Pirt U . 
«1mi>» v. § 4, &c 
t MoiiAly Rfff • VoU iixi. p, 214. 
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lation is to be dep^ded upon, it was the afcf- 
ies* prtiS^icf^ and was continued in the catholic 
church by their exprefs $rder. And we may 
Venture to appeal to any diipailionate inquire, 
•3^ impartial judge upon the cafe, on fup- 
pofition that this Tranflator did take liberties 
in fome pdnts, whether' it is not highly impro^ 
babk ^t thefe liberties fliould be tak^, by any 
man poflefied of a few grains of common 
fenfe, in a matt4r of faSf^ of fuoh publick mtth- 
riety ? In matt«^ of mere opinion it is reafon- 
able to fuppofe he might have ihdulged confi- 
derable fipecdom} fiich as, about the fnai punijh-^ 
ment bf the wickedy &c* but fuppofe him as ex- 
ceptionable a tranflator as Mr. B. would have 
him; nay, fiippofe him guilty of inttrpolatiom 
ih fome fpeculativo points 5 ftill, it is utterfy in* 
credible he (hould venture to interpolate where 
a notorious fa£t was concerfted ; and foift a falfc- 
hood into the works of Origen under the eye 
of Jerome, of whom he muft have teen jea- 
lous, and, indeed, in the face of the whole 
chriftian world, without any af^arent reafon for 
fo doing. He that can believe it, let him, 

§ 6. As to Cyprian, •who fk>uri(hed ibout 
an hundred and fifiy years after the apoffles, his 
writings are fo decifively clear and full to the 
point, that neither fophifm, nor the fond love 
of hypothefis, have had the courage to dilute 
His verdict concerning the exiftence and wide 
extent of Poadc^ptifm. He, therefore, and die 
following Fathers of the church are generally 

J^VCQ 
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given up, as imon$^ihle. And fince Mn B*'9 
ebjeSian does not e«Und -to any of the chrif- 
tian Fathers fubfequent to the time of Ori* 
QEN, (tho* by the bye^ he died but about 
Jour years before Cyprian, the latter in A. D* 
258, and the former about Ah D. ^54,) it is 
not/ neceflary to produce their tjeftimonies. Suf* 
fice it only to hint, for the fake of the lef$ 
intormed reader of thefe pages, that St. Cy* 
li^RiAN gives us an account of a Council held 
at Caithage. A. D. 253^ where sixtv^six bifli- 
ops were convened ; that it was propofed to 
this venerable aflembly, whether infants wem to 
be kq)t from baptifm Jill they were tight dayt 
oldy,2& in the cafe of circumcifion, or might be 
baptized fooner ? Without one diflfenting voices 
^ decretive anfwer was returned— That n$ in» 
fatu is to be prohibited front the benefit pf 
baptifai, tho* but just born* Not th? leaft 
deo^ur appears to have been made about the 
lawfalnefs, duty or propriety of hapimng infantt^ 
but about the precife time of it as a Aanding 
cuftom J which feems to have originated with 
the fcrupulous Fidus, a country biftiop, when 
thinking of the initiatory rite in the immediately 
preceding difpenfation. About an hundred and, 
Ji^iy years after this council, a warjfn difpute 
took place about original Jm^ between St. Aus« 
TIN and Pelaqius, v^hich occafioned fome 
remailcable declarations concerning the baptizing 
of infants, that otherwife might have never come 
to light. PfLAGius was pufl^d hard by this 
L 3 queftion 
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queAion of Austih— ** Why are infmts bap- 
tized for the remiffion of fins, if diey have 
tionc?" The former is confounded; he knows 
not Mrhat to fay. But inftead of attempting to 
difcard Poedobaptifm as unfcriptural, unapoftoli- 
cal, or an unwarrantable innovaticm, which he 
could not have feiled-to have done had it been 
in his power ; he declares, " That he Clever 
had heard, even any impious heretick, who 
Ihould aflert, that infants are not to be bap- 
tized.'* And again: " Who can be fo impious 
as to hinder infants from being baptized f ** 
And Austin fcruples not to fay, " That he 
did not remember to have ever xfisA of any^ 
not only in the catholic church byt even in any 
herefy or fchifm whatfoever, who Maintained that 
baptifm ou^ht to be denied to infants. This 
the <hurch has ahuays pofTefled, has always main- 
tained." No, the bold Innovator on the ca- 
tholic praSice, Tehtullian, did not hold 
that they were incapable^ or even unfuitabU fub- 
jefls, fo far as to render their baptifm a ir«/- 
Uty. He only advifed to delay it^ from the no- 
tion that fin after baptifm was hardly pardon«^ 
able 5 and that the facred laver waflied away all 
antecedent crimes. 

Thus I think the objeSiion is fairly folved: 
If Poedobaptifm be a matter of tight^ as before 
fr^ved^ it is both chai-itable and reafonable to 
conclude {c^au far.) that the pureft antiquity 
fraeiifed it \ and as nothing but the cleared evi- 
dence to the contrary ihould make us alter this 

judgment 
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judgment, - fo every d^ee oi probability that it 
was in fa^ obferved, is proportionably an evi- 
dence, ex abundantiy over and above^ what is 
ftri£Uy neceflary, in our favour. 

§ 7. (4) Mr. B. has a chapter on, " The 
high opinion of the Fathers, concerning the uti- 
lity of Baptlfm, and the grounds on which they 
proceeded in adminiftering that ordinance to in- 
fants, when Pcedobaptifm became the prevail- 
ing praSicej" which may be confidered as one 
of his capital obje£iions. But as the main force 
of it, (if force it has,) is already weakened by 
what has been advanced in anfwer to the laft 
©bjcftion, our reply may be the more concife. 

Our author oUerves, that the earlier Fathers 
had learned either to call baptifm " The water 
ef life-^ot had afcribed to it an illuminating 
fowery and connefted adoption^ perfeSlion^ and /«- 
mortality^ with it' — or had pronounced it a di-^- 
vim bieffmgy which afcertains the abolition ofjin^ 
and is attended with '3i fanSii/ying energy.'* I 
then afk. Is it reafonable to think, is it credi- 
ble, is it not abfolutely incredible^ that Justin 
Martyr, Clement of Alexandria, Tertul- 
LIAN, antl others, who ufed this language, did 
aEluaUy and out of choice fuffer fuch children 
as were at their difppfal, to die unbaptized? 
The juftnefs of their motive is now out of the 
queftion 5 we inquire after the moji probable 
FACT. Befides> not influenced by our oppo- 
nents* maxim, " that pofitivc laws imply their 
negative^" in reference to fomc parts of their 
\i 4 chriili an 
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chriftian worfhip, what could reftrain di^m ffdm, 
ai^plying that to the younge^ ^ df fpumkiffd^ whldi 
they ap^reheiYded to be fo Mvitsry and peqaU 
iite for ALL ? * 

*^The' baptifrti of itifants was introduced and 
prevailed, on the fuppofition of' its being a ne^ 
cejjarj mean of human happinefe : and— this 
weak furmife was founded on a miftake of our 
Lord's meaning, in John iii. 5/* It cannot be 
denied, that " The ancient chriftian churchy 
from the higheft antiquity after the apofltoJick 
times, as Vitringa obferves, appears geherafly 
to have thought, that baptifm is ahfoluniy mcif* 
fary for all that would be faved by the fface 
of Jefus Chrtft^i** but I deny that Porilobtp- 
4ifm arofe from that mittakcn notion; Md 
think it amounts to little fhort of demonl^^ 
tion, that the chriftian church ^ frorh ihe h^igk^ 
antiquity^* • adminiftered baptifm to the tufimi 
part of the human race. But admitting t!w« 
opinion to be a miftaken 'one, in defence «f 
which John iii. 5, has been generally produced, 
a qvieftion of co'nfiderable moment arife^ vfe» 
How are we' to account for fo extraordinary a 
h6ki How came thefe venerable anciehts, im- 
mediately after the apoflolJck times, thus to agree 
in an interpretation of fo ?nterefling a paft tX 
holy writ, which is now exploded as indefiaifi- 
ble and abfuiii?, On Antipcedobaptift principles, 
I believe this if^uft. appear ^n inexplicable pa- 
radox. However, ^towards accouming for this 
' fmgtffidr , 

♦ Obfcry, Sac. Tom, 1, tUb IL cap, vi, § 9. 
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fioguiar ptussu^nifaon in the chriftiaa churcl^ 
I. would fa\>mk to coafideratu»x the following, 
mnarks. 

I. {F.John the Baptift, our Lord, his difdo, 
p]^ W^^ apoftles, did a^ufidly admit infants, and: 
c^fqpendent children, along with their parents, 
to^4l]ieif baetifin3} it is comparatively eafy ta« 
account for the mifinteipretation : for thea.it. 
lyiU be, fit mofl^ only aifigning an inadiquaii 
CQufe to an acknowledged fa£i. That is to fay^ 
eitber> one eflential reafin why^ according to. 
th<ni^ any under the gc^pel difpenfation enter* 
in|x>. the l^ingdon^ is, becaufe they are baptized > 
witU w^ter? Or elfc, one reajon, of ^oedobap-. 
ttfm. i% i^ nscejpty to falvation, according tQ; 
JphU m 5* S^ppofmg, then, that the primi^ 
tjy^ fihriftians were all Pcedobaptifts, they would; 
probably thus refl^A: " Vft obferve that all, 
<^ ^riftiaj^ fjamilie^, and every member, both old^ 
^^ ^d y0Hqg> male and female^ are devoted tgt^^ 
"father, Soi^ and Spiri^ by haptifip; this is 
V a ftandi^ uniperjal fa^j but .wh^t 4s the 

. •^ principal eaufe of it ? For^ tho' fupport^d by 
** precept ^nd precedent^ tho' enjoined by the, 
" highift oMtharity^ yet it muA be founded oa 

, ** fome jipp^MTt^t f\eafjfns. And fieing it is ib 
^^ miverfaUy ^ a.dminiftered, mvj we wt infer that 
" am^g ^thi^r r^fons ailignable fof it» ^ai« are 
" to confider it as a ^ecejpzty ouiofi ^. humon 
^ h^ppinsfsy Specially fincc oiur Lord lays, Ex^ 
** cept one be born of water and ^the Spirit, be 
** ean^t fuUr into the kingdom of heaven J* On 
L 5 the 
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tke other hand, fuppofing thefe andents ad:ed 
on Antipoedobaptift princifdes, how (hall we 
account for Utit JiuhUrn faH? Would ttey not 
fcafon to this cffcft ? *' We lay this down as 
a certain principle, becaufe plainly afferted by 
Mr Lord, that without being ham tf water^ 
that is, baptizedy no one can enter into bga" 
ven under the prefent ceconomy. . ThercfcM-c, 
all our infant oflfspring, and children imder age^ 
who are fiimmoned to eternity before tl^ 
make a perfonal applica^on for the fahitary 
baptifoial rite, are inevitably— gloomy thou^^ 
homA fuppofition — are inevitably, and eternally 
Joft ! Is this appointed by the God of Abra- 
kam } Is this authorized 4>y the benevolent 
Jeftis? Impoffible.** But fliouW k be feid^ 
that Antipoedobaptift principles have a diitft 
tendency to prevent the interpretation in quef- 
tion. We reply. How, then, came- it to be ac- 
tually and fo univerfally embraced, immediatdy' 
after the apoftles* time? It is but the ^fencc 
of ^plfy to fet up mere hypoth^s ag^i^ plain 
{z£k* Nor can it be faid againft my ai^oment 
l)iat Poedobaptifin was the genuine parent, but 
^innocent occaftouy ^ the enoneous fentimenc' 
in queAion. For we, as well as our opponents^ 
difcard and confiftently explode the latter* The 
adminiftration of baptifm to infimts as ^mSk as 
adults, may afford the occafion, but is not the 
teal €aufe^ why it may be thought of univerfat 
wccfflty- 
%^ The cxaft leading idea in the comro- 

verted 
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verted t^t^ ^qipears to me to be this : ^^ Smn»^ 
thing mpre than watit bopiijmi is nece&ry for 
the happy element of .the fpiritual bldIiQg& 
and glories of my kingdom ; and that is a ^^ 
ritual hupi^Uy oc the renewing influences and 
effe6ls of tl^ Holy S{Hrit, vrbich may be termed, 
a fupemaj^ral birth." Let k be obfi^rved, that 
at this very time John's extraordinary purtficam, 
tion muft have made a great noife in Jerufa- 
Itm $ and what it Jigmfid, muft have been a 
ccmimon topick of cdnverfattoni. It cannot alfa 
be reafonably doubted, that Nicodemus wiflied: 
to procure a particular account of thofe things 
about which men were fo much divided in 
their opinions: for, as Dr. Doddridge ob- 
ferves, *' Our Lord's xnfwer intimates, that he 
either exprefsly made, or fecretly intended fuch 
an inquiry: and it is impoffible to enter into 
Ae beauty of this *fcoarle, without confidcr- 
ing it in. thiff viewt." And a^eordi^glyi this in^ 
qui&ive Pbaffifee is. gh^etr/ tp und^ajpd, that 
the much talked of purijSc^n by water^ tho' 
<BviiKly. appointed ..and fo .imiverfiiUy adminif* 
tcrcd, was not ft^citni to conftittjite a fiibjeft of 
hit iitigAmi in ibe ^ritiialt a^ moft fubjim^ 
knpbrt of. lit; :: ¥¥oiif^. being) bOTBtivitbiW the 
pale of'^^th^'ijeniih church, Ai'iif/h^ ,had fai^, 
coiifttCiated bpxi. forM<tiy,v andttini ^mii^oni fy 
tuatir befpe;iks yon ns^ ^ the chiklren of the 
king^hHtt'"' in atr ixternai fa^t^^ fap^radded 
to diis, and. infinitely: more important is the 
,/ : nfe & : :.y, codMeottion} 

* ■ . ♦ jritt^EipoC in Uc Vol. i. Seft. 45, 
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cottficleraliob, yo*f Mutb ht the tmxcmuA ftib- 
j^a of divHie ihftamfcct* »sw*j« JWi am €n««r 
as fiAjcSs of my /*ivj/fifc iingdm. C^fmomO, 
obfervanccs may ^uknit ki tli« fh^mer §mk^ but 
fchaifymg grate Oom ihftit^s ikt. kHer pA^A^ 
lege.** The ^affag<^ thertftei^ b ^A>/feiitrf « tftr^ 
/f/i a ^n b€ horn iM xm\y rfnme^ 4|nr j^lsa, 
$f ihi Spirky he <4n9Ut ^lUr irO^ thika^ibm €f 
GoJ.'"^ 1^ former cbufc only impfi«^ by way . 
of ctmcejponi that wsrfer ;^baptifm is very w^ 
in its place 5 but the em^^afis of keajgikj id 
regard of the higher »id %iiiliitd' import af thjB 
term kingdom^ bekmp only to the latter d»iifis» 
with >hlch the odier is not &> »udi. conneStod 
a^ eontin^fted. 

Hekce it ^ppews, that this ancient binnim 

is eafify ^counted for c<mipara^elyy iStkey Md 

baptize flielr children tti Ac apoftolic* tfe^ by 

their fuppoBttg *e jfcr^ of Poedobaptiim to be 

ift a gifeat itteafare founded tm, the w/fijjCfjr of 

%)tifm' «o^ fid^^on^ wbidK waa nther ftneogth*^ 

eneil than gaierated by a vxdfiiiiderftjuding^ 

this clK^tidil paffig«i On the iconttary, f« «iWf 

a' prevalence ^ thk AOtiofi^ ii^ Hkj 4lid wot 

ISaptize their cbihireiiy is iiicreeia)]^ andi^drallf 

^<9^!;^;' beoftiife cosmoaed ^th thrmi^^^od* 

my arfd^dkiid'tidect; L e. l%xt;<(7/l ^riiefa' bit^ 

md^'i)fffimtli «Mtre mnavindaUy'lodged fatticAaiefe 

Hoef Ahd^i&enoe it ^dfe appears, thit ^sAiat 

Mn 6. lute ladvamed as a^ fdaufiUe dbjdOioa 

tjii-Pcedobapti&ii, ^proves a ftrong aBginmcist' ik 

^n^yur «l «is i^pbftoliesd antiquity. 
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^ 8. (5) ANOTfiER <Hge6lion» of whi^ Mr* 
B. often avails himfelf, is, ^^ Thfe 4ifilgreeni^t 
of the moderos ooncenung the grounds of Poe- 
dtfbaptiiki/* In gefneni, we r^ly; that the» 
pftAunpchre and probaUt' icateis. and grouoda* 
for the pHB^ee,' have teen always thonghjg fi> 
-mtminm^ ato it was difficult tut tf many to. 
fix i]|Wfii tUt ^M^fltibmg aod foHd: And this 
is a nitusal a€Miife(|iietioC| arifing froiti the very 
inmaher of Ac m^tums of pro(^« For it is 
ever tncnre tliffieuk: to chufe one out of vw^ 
dungs atUoey tinn' di» out of a few. This alfe» 
in a good meafim^ accounts for. tbib firmneft 
with tnbich ifaie €andujm has J^een held' \iiy per^ 
fans who haive thfiigsced about the comparaliyi^ 
ifliportaaoe of different ^iguments m this; oon^ 
ti!OVQrfy. Each writer woiuld be induced . ta 
nu^ify and cxtoi an argument .which appeared 
to hki^ viewed in certaih u:onni£Hmiii with iupe* 
rior force; and then /hy beiqg 4^tt)^ortia)»atAly 
enaiiio^ed with the- on^ tx>narincii^ t^^ck^^nE^gM 
be tfiropteil tofdifcard' aU otbei?s. t& Ufislofe^ 
Thtts^ !the. famous DsscARTCs, oa a fubjed: o£ 
moie awfiil itoportanct^ w^ieh be Wooirered a 
peculiar fi>r^ in the argument for. ihe ^ifteiM 
{f^<9tf wtnshi jstftanded on otir^ laiEAof a^^ 
mtijhnt HvAig^ feemed to regard itt >u(ele|^/ all 
oditr =tleiiKinftrS3taDn» againft Atheifin^. And yet 
dns^vaery argtuaewt, wiucb he thoi^ht mndemd 
all., othoca unoec^ffiuy, was cenounced tgr. other 
writers on the fame fubjed, as in its. turn un- 
neceflarjr^alfc^ wl>ile* nAtwithftandiqg fhf^^w 



,y Google 



f JOi Cfbjiifions 4nd Evif/m^ 9f CIk ^ 

€^uhfi$n was firmly and pn^eriy I^ld. Biit 
more (^rticttlarly, 

J. SoMB have laid a>nfiderable ftrefs on 
^ Jewifi Profefyte baptifm%'* But Mr. B, fays, 
^ There is no appearai^e, m the New Tdhi- 
ment^ of ttns profeiyte bapnnh, hut ftrong pre- 
Aunptive proof to the ccmiwy/* Not to enter 
ftr into this inquiry, Haw fwan.HA tshe piofelyte 
iHtptifm take place? I would oidy fiiy, in ^e 
language of Dn Doddrixxgb, wlio ex^^y e3c« 
praffes my thoughts ; ^^ It i& iirange- to me^ 
&at any (hould doubt wliether Profdytes wei^ 
admitted into the Jewtfh xhutxrh by bapdfii^ 
that is, by wafliing^ when it is plain from «^ 
prefs pafl&gcs in the Jewiih law, that no Jew,, 
who bad fived like a Gentile for oi» fin^ 
day, could be reftored to the eommunbn ol" 
then: church without it. Compare Numb. xix.. 
19, 20. and many other precepts relating ta 
itremonial poUutimts by which the Jews were 
feadered incapable of appearir^ before God m 
she ^ibemacle or temple^ tiH th^ were w^d^ 
cither by hathing or fprinkRng^:*^ Arid eveii 
Dr. GiiL sdlows that thwc were Vaptifins amoi^ 
Ae Jews for litimnial unchannefti and wat 
particularly u&d in the cafe of fuch as liad>bM> 
tte^y profelyted from he^htn^ before they 
et^yld eat of the ptfover. He then adds ? " Jte^ 
fides, this haptifm-^iizt vnoa oa account of pm^i 
ftlytHm, but was ^ormrum to, andf" cdiligatorv 

upont 

• flBM» BsMA. cfca]^ sk S«ar. I. pajitl^ ■ f Faiii, Erpe^ 
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upon, a drcumcifed Ifraelitf, in order to eat 
of the paflbver; as is acknowledged by all 4:/* 
And again : ** There were divers bathings, bap- 
tifms — incumbent on the Ifraelites, and fo upoa 
fuch Profdytes who were upon an equal footii^ 
with thenv ^d equally under obligation to obejp 
the ceremonial law; which confined of divem 
wafliings, baptifins,^-yet none of them for Pro« 
fidytiibfi; but for purification from one unclean* 
nefs ot another, in a ca:^m(mial fenle*." Soi 
then, it is an acknowledged fac^ that haptifinal 
furification was familiarly known to the Jewst 
when John the Baptift made his iqppearanc^ 
and for many ages before. Should a doubt of 
riiis fa& {till remain. Dr. Gali ftands ready 
to remove it; "That the Jews, fiiys he, on 
account of fever^ kinds of pollution^ ufed ta 
purify themfelves by wa/bingj can not be quef* 
tioned; the Swrfe wajhings [Gr.. bapiijms^ men<» 
ttoned in the epiftle to the Hd>rews (chap. ix« 
10.}, make it inconteftible. And it , is plaia 
enough, that upon fome fuch notion, they were 
wa(bed • after the fore of circumcifioa was hea]«> 
•df." Therefor© it appears with fuperior evi•^ 
dence, from the teftimony of thefe compeitent 
and unexceptionable witness, that baptifm wai^ 
weU known, as a ceremonial^ purifying rit^ prl« 
#r to the chriftian aera ^ confequently, our Lor4 
appointed a ceremony which was in ufg before^ 

. a$ 

} Body of !>(▼• VoL iii. p. 478, • Ib« p. 481* 
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Ch. 5* Oifii^sns and Mv^ffi^s 9f ^^\uq,^% 

9M zfikl ^ the covcaast to be appHed to afr 
who are inUuOid^ into his. church. New it is 
evident that tbefe two tiuitgs were of loi^ 
itanding, atid by divine authority; among the 
Jew9, vist. Pi^^lyiifm and ba^tifnu B^t t)iey 
irere fiot conm^d^ iay our opponet^^ ipdlp 
foppo4ing they w^e not (which yet admks af 
debate), i^ it-Tcafonablc to conchAde (c^ pm^.} 
that infants aite hot to be admitted pro^ytes,. 
hicaufi the ceremony of initiation '\% ihang^? 
In£smts v\we always admitted to tli^ jchm'ch 
with their parents ; and we injfifl, that the an* 
d^fA x^uihtfn, as to the fubji£h^ is dotilfaer €x^ 
frefily nor n)urtuaUy altered in the New Tefta^ 
ments ^xA therefore (hould be ftill admitt^ 
The cereoKiny of admilfion into the chufdi xk 
mdeed altered by .our Lord's :pc^ive authority* 
PrtftlyU all nations baptizimq /iksir^ jand ta 
this we /meanly fubmit. Nor let our fil^p^i^ 
ing •brettu'eii, we intveat 1 tern, call o\m ^BCt^s 
ri«y in queftion for their own iakei (N^alt. 
vB. i^ a-) ' J 

2/ OrHBfRS4 have Anmgly urged *^ einimmi 
itmmaM f^latioK*.** (Mr; B. takes great . ^a^Oii 
to fticw 'how various and' inconfiilef^ ar^ the 
accbuhts giVei^ us by different Poeddiaptift. m^ 
thdrs ;' blit.hci feems £iNs«ewfattt cauti;m% Mwhe- 
denies iht eiciAente of an 4icterBal caumtmt. Noin 
we infiR it is fiot 4a his power to.;deiiy^ and 
to fupport the denial, that it does not exift. 
I thir^ it wodld 'be no hard matter to* fhew, 
that fuch a covenant .as may be properly cal- 
led 

« Podok Exaou Chap, xu Sea. II. psfim. ^ 
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led an exUrMt one^ exiftiog in the prefent day, 
is no le& truly and deoionftrably €onne£led widi 
th€ Old and New Teftament, than Euclid's 
Q. £• D. is fo conneded with his Theorem. 
*' If, fays our author— we confider the offspring 
of believers as interefted^ not in the* efficacy^ 
but in the adminijin^ion.of the covenant——* 
where is that mighty difference, between the 
ftate and prerogatives oi fuch infants, and thofe 
of children in common, who are brought up 
where the means of religious inftruftion are en- 
jcyyed?" We retort; Where is the mighty dif^ 
fertfue* betYfcca baptized and unbaptized aduln* 
And do we cvei" deny, that the children of Antipce- 
dobaptiftsare in the admini/iration of the covenant ? / / 
B«t this we we forry to add, that they are i^«- / ) 
j^ii/ily deprived of the feal of that adminiftration, 
^ What is the external adminiftration of the 
covenant) but the benign conduct of Providence^ 
in fi^ording a written revelation^ a gofpel mi- 
iuAry> and other means of fpiritual infmrma- 
tioo ?" True, and confequently baptifm. Qod's 
covenant to man, as bdfore fliewn at large, is 
a grant of mercy to him as a finner deferving 
etemai woe. The grant, which baptifm feals, 
is extenfive as the gofpel found, on the part of 
God J but man's fu)>je<aive, participated interejl 
therein^ jnuft have its denomination, its kind 
and degree, according to the reciptUn and treat-^ 
mtnt God's Qovenant grant meets with. A fpi- 
ritual rec^tipn, (effected by fovereign gracej 
infures a fpiritual fubje(9iv^ or adually partici- 
pated 
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patcd, intereft, A profeffional reception, infures 
aft external intereft. The nature and degree 
of the reception or treatment the grant meets 
with, infallibly ^fcertains the nature and deg-ec 
of the pojfeffion. Now the things that are re- 
viUled, particularly God's covenant, and if the 
covenant, the feal annexed to it, belong to Us 
and to our children for ever. ( Deut, xxix* 
29.) Our children as well as ourfelves are 
the cbjeSfs of-^this grant ; their paffhe reception, 
or non^rejijlance of the exhibited mercy, (hews 
they have not forfeited the grant; therefore, to 
deem the grant theirs is but right; to* allow 
that the covenant belongs^ or is direfted to them^ 
is but according to truth -^ and therefore, it ir- 
refragably follows, the feal is theirs. For Ac 
feal is given in confirmation of the promife, or 
external grants and not the internal pojfejpon of 
covenant mercy. Confequently, a parent who 
takes the feal to himfelf, and withholds it from 
his fhild, who is equally an object of the 
grarft and whatever confirms it, when no per- 
fonal forfeiture is fuppofed, is guilty of Ufft^ 
tice. 

3. Some have pleaded in favour of Poedobap^ 
tlfm ^ Jewijh circumcifion'^.^* How ftr the 
topick of Circumcifton may be pertinently and 
concluflvely pleaded in this debate, has bcca 
incidentaUy mentioned before; (chap. ii. § 32. 
35. chap. iii. § 5, &c.*^7 nor does it now re- 
quire many words. For thus much is felf- 

evideol^ 

t Podobt £xa«. chap. xi. Seft. HI, f^^m* 
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evident, (and it is fufficient for my purpofe,) ( j 
that Infants, during the long period from ]{ 
Abraham to Chrift, were suitable objects 
of a covenant grant; and capable subjects 
of a covenant ieal. And I may add, the grant 
feaUd was " the righteou^fs of faith," a fpl^ 
ritual bleiEng; no lefs fpiritual than is now 
exhibited under the gofpel, being, in fa<St, 
virtually the fame as what Peter. calls a pra^ 
rmft^ when he fays, A<9:s ii, 39, Thi promife is^ 
unto you^ and to your children j not becaufe yoit 
repent, but as your encouragement to rep«it. 
The Lord proclaims himfelf our Godj and gives 
us his covenant and the feal of it, that we— 
being drawn by thefe cords of love, and con- 
defcenficm to human weaknefs, in a rational 
and fuitable mani^r^ might be induced to be- 
come his peopki To this end is infant cir- 
cumcifion, and to this end is infant baptifm, 
eminently fobfervient. To fay that baptifm \9 
a fuccedaneum for, or comes in the room of 
circumcifion, is, periiaps, an exceptionable way 
of dating the matter. But this we muft main- 
tain, that what circumcifion eminently fealedy 
imder the lawy baptifm feals under the gofpel \ 
and this appears from a comparative view of 
fcripture tedimonies concerning the nature and 
defign of each. 

§ 9. (6) It is again obje£ted, ^^ If infants 

. have a right to baptifm, they muft have a right 

to the facred fupper; and if they are admitted 

to the former, they ought to be admitted ta 

th^ 
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the latter, if we would preferve cwififtency*." 
That this is «n ol^eaioa of very great mo*- 
ment ia Mr. B/s eftcem, appears not only 
from the frequent mention., he makes, of it, in 
different parts of bis publication^ but alfci from 
his devoting a whole chapter to uige it. Thero» 
fore a becoming refpeft for my c^>ponent, de- 
mands from me a particular examination of 
its force. Not to fay, that Dr. Priesti^ey 
has written profefledly in favour of ^ Giving 
the Lord's Supper to children," which may be- 
seemed by fome, independent of his reafoni^g^ 
a mighty argument in favour of the pradice-^ 
the following bold challenge is alone . fufficient 
to juAify a clofe and unpartiti tnquky into 
this matter : ^ The tenour of his argumsxu 
tatioh," lays Mr^ B. when fjpeaking, of-^k4r. 
^PfiRCE's publication on the fubjefl, '^^ is fuch^ as 
may fofely challenge the united cffortji of our 
<^pofers fairly to confute it, without Ivf/^xxg 
the foundations of infant baptifm. Nor, indeed^ 
have I as yet heard of any profeffed. anfwer 
that was ever attempted ; tho' the caufe of P(s>- 
dobaptifm feems to require it, and tho' the 
chara<^er of Mr. Peirce, for learrang and parts^ 
may be juflJy coffered as a motive to fuch. 
an attempt. For as the learned author grafts 
infant communion on the principles dl infuvt 
baptifm, and in a maflerly way inMs upon it^ 
that thofe principles infer the farmer as weH as 
1i^t htter\ our opponents cannot be *infenfible» 

that 

* See Pcsdob* Eiam. chap, xvi, pt^pm* 



,y Google 



Ch» 5« 'AntiptBdchapttJh anfuutud. iyf 

that a thorough conftitadon of his EJpiy would 
be of ^reat importance to their caufe^ when 
4ifputing with us« Were we to behold the 
Poedobaptift hypothecs fairly and intirely divorced 
from its old aiTociatey infumt communioH y that being 
confirmed, while this ii confuted; one great im- 
pediment would be removed out of the way of 
our commencing Pccdobaptifts.— Now, to what an 
esftent analogical reafoning and inferential proof 
may be pureed, in regard to pofitive iii^utionSy 
and for the fupport of error^ Mr. PfiiRCE has given 
us a ftriking inftance — fuch an inftance, that 
we defparr of feeing his arguments really an- 
fwered, on any principles but thofe of a Bap« 
tift. If our <^)ponents, however, be otherwife 
minded, we (hould be glad to fee a trial of 
their ftrength, by labouring to confute him on 
the principles of Poedobaptifm*/* This ch^-- 
lenge I accept on Pcedobaptift principles. And. 
the rath^, becaufe if I fucceed in refuting the 
arguments of Mr. Peirce, I fliall by the fame 
means anfwer the obje^ion cf Mr, B. and what 
is more, " one great impediment will be re- 
naovcd out of- the way of his commencing a 
P/^Mapti/tf' ' 

Let it be premtfed, that Mr. B.*s 6bj6£Mon 
in ^flfeift, confifts of two parts^j the ///Prefers 
to the fuppofed inconjiftency of the Poedobap* 
tifts, as to their own condud, while adopting 
the one pra6Hce and rcjefting the other; and 
. ^^ fecond reCfe#s to ^ the impertifunce of thofe who 

find 
* Pisdob, Sxim. p. 43?^ ^, 443. 
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find fatult with the Antipoedobaptifts for not 
baptizing infants, while they do not give the eu« 
charift to their own when baptized. Accord^ 
ing to the^rw^, we diftinguifli where there 
IS no difFerence, and z& without reafon; in 
^rtue of the latter j we juftify the condud of 
our oppcments. The dire6l reply, therefore, ta 
the firft part Is, that we do not diftinguifh 
with$ut reafon ; and as to the fecond, that fup- 
pofing our condu£l to be wrongs it does not 
follow theirs is righf. For fuppofe we both 
were in the wrong? Befides, Mr. B/s rejec* 
tion of infant baptifm, and my rgedlion of in- 
fant communion, are not parallel cafes ; for the 
queflion is, in what refpe<5ls, and to what de- 
gree, do we reje£l them refpedively? Mr. B. 
r^eds the former as a nuJUtyi I reje^i the lat- 
ter only as an impropriety. Were he, therefore^ 
to grant as much in favoiu* of infant baptifin, 
as I am willing to grant in favour of infant 
communion, our controverfy would be at an end. 
The. flate of the quefiion would then be tranf- 
ferred from what is ^ential^ to what is merely 
f referable. It only remains, then> that we clear 
ourfelves from the charge of inconfiftency \ which 
J fhall attempt tp dp in anfwer to the argu- 
ments of Mr. Peircs, as tranfcribed by A^Ir. 
B*. 

% 10. His firft argument^ as a genetaj in* 
troduftion,^ is taken from antiquity^ thus: « The 
prfldice of giving the euchgiift to childien I9 

at 
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at this Hsp^ and has been for many ages pqfl^ 
ufed in the Greek churches, which are not of 
the Roman communion.— -'Tis highly probable 
this had been the practice of the chriftian 
^urch from the apoftles' time— We have n<» 
account of the r^ of this cuftom— The very, 
JUence of antiquity is a ftrong argument, they 
admitted infants to the Lord's fupper as well 
as to baptifm/' We >vill admit thefe aflertions 
without further examination; and grant, by the 
way, that from this very account, (caU par.) 
there is more to be urged in favour of infant 
communion, than agai^ft infant baptifm. 

But the argument from antiquity, in either 
cafe, can operate no further, in ftri6hxefs, than 
to confirm a faO^ and not to prove a right. 
The mert exjftence of a rite or cuftom, even 
from the apoftles* time, can of \tfelf conclude 
nothing. Tlierefore, our appeal to antiqujtyi 
in the c^fe of baptifin, is not to eftablifh pofi^ 
true pnoof but by way ^i felf-JUfence. We there- 
ty (hew that our praflice is not fo deftitute of 
ancient precedents as our antagonifts pretend; 
;and, being confirmed to be according to the 
will and inteation of Chrift from other confi- 
^derations, we ought to conclude that it was 
the univerfyl pra6lice, where no pofitive coun« * 
ter-evidence appears. Our author's proving^ thajt 
infants have beeriy or now are^ admitted to the 
iacred fupper, is no proof that they ot^ht to be. 
Let us, then, come to his formal method of 
proving* 

« The 



,y Google 



240 ObjeSfions and EvaJtMS of Ch. 5. 

^ The baptiftn and communion of infant^ 
fays he, ftand upon the fame foot-y and thtre* 
fore they who admit the one^ ought to admit tho 
^ther alfo. . For the confirming of thi$ argu- 
ment 1 vrill fl^ew, Firft, that the ffme Piajins 
vrhich are brought for infant baptifm> ar& in 
like manner applicable to infant commuRHm. 
Secondly, That the objeSfions againft' iniaiit 
communion lvill admit of the fame anjiuers^ as 
thofe againft infant baptifm.'* Let us now ex* 
amine, his particular arguments. 

I. The firft is founded on Hit rekthe b^U^ 
nefi qi infants. *^ One (fa-ong argument for iii- 
fent-baptifin is taken from the wor^ of the 
apoftle, I Cor. vii. l4.«-*But I defire onty a 
reaj&nj Why tMs wiM not as meO, prove ixAnu^ 
right to the euchanft, as to baptifm.^ In an- 
fwer to this let it be obferved, 

(i),THAT relative holinefs admits oi 4figrissi 
for being founded on relation^ it muft be foQght 
from the . degree of that relation. To b^ die 
objeds of a covenant grant, .as the gent|le 
world at large; as thbfe to whom t^e- word 
of falv^tion is afhially Tent ; as the fmrily of a 
chrifl;an hpufeholder; as a baptised p^fon; as 
an a£hial member of a chriftidn congre^UioA^ 
&c. all denote' Afferent degrees rf relative ho- 
linefs. Now, . . J . 

.(2) /What both the ordinances in queftion 
require, as a qualification in their refpedive can- 
dididates, is; that degree of -relative ; holinels 
whipb i« neceffary and fuitabli to theiratefpeQ-^ 
tive nature and defigns. 

(3) Bap- 
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\i) ^APfisM ftands related to the body of 
'vifibfe chrfMths At large. Now that infents arc 
Tmtahly qualijki for thU - i^dtion has been 
proved, and is demmJi^ahU frotti then: former 
antral church meniberi^ and circumcifion, by 
the appointment of tmerring wifdom. But 

(4) The ^u(*hart/Iic rite is applicable to ihefe 
crify who may be deemed proper fubjeiSs of 
a particular churchy or chriftian congregation* 
They ou^t to be fir/I baptized, it is true; 
but this alone is not a fafficient quaiiScation* 
For ts Dr, t3fLL weU oWerves: « fij^ifin*- 
is not a churcb-^rdinance ; I mean it is not 
ah ordmance adminiftefed in the tbur^h^ but 
cut of it^ and in order to admiffion into it, and 
tommuhbn with it ; it is preparatory^ to it, smd 
a qualification for it; 'it does not maie a peribn 
a number of «' cburib^ or admit him into a 
vifible tiiurch ; perfons mtjft feft be baptized, 
and then added to the church, as the three 
thoufend converts were;^ a church has nothing 
to do with the baptifm of any, but to be fa- 
ti^ficd they are to be baptized before they arc 
admitted into commumon with [it. Admiffion 
"to bajitihn iies^d/^ in the 'breaft of the admi- 
triftrator, ^ho \s Wxt" only judge" of qualificatbns 
for it, and lias tW fole ^wer of receiving to 
it, and of rejc(fting from -it; if not fatisfied, he 
may reje6t a perfon thought fit by a church, 
and admit a perfon to baptifm not thought fit 
by a church^ — Saul, when converted, was am* 
5(i mediately 
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mediately baptized t>y ^Ananiasi^ without any 
previous knowledge and confent of the churchy 
and it t^as many days after this, that he pro- 
pofed to jttin : hiinfetf to the difoiples,. a^d was 
rcc^ved, Afl:$;ix, j?, a^.t^ afii—zS*.;' From 
theft, obvious and neq^i]^;; diftin^o^s, about 
admiiBon to baptifi[n, and .admifEon to particu- 
. lar chyrch-memberihip, it foHows that perfons 
before baptifm, ftand in one degree of relation to 
. Chrift, or relative holinefs; that, the ^me perfons 
. after .baptiftQ^ ftand; in anat^et^ . degree ; ai^ that 
. the very famQ ,whcn^ admitted lintp a<pbHal diurch- 
membcrihip^ ftand yet in another. Now I £qr, 
that inft!nts are ^^^^/zWi? of the two formet de- 
grees, and therefore ought to be baptized 5 but 
. 2Xt not capable of the -latter, that i$,.,do not 
anfwer its . nature ai;vd dpfign, and therefore 
; might not Jto. .be .adjnittpd, ,to it,. For 
, (5) Thouoi* the, ground of right to baptifin 
and the :€U9barift be* . the fame, in a foederal 
: fenfCi yet the €aft^bifityf qualification^ and fuitcAle- 
nefs^ are different; arifing from the diflferent na- 
ture ?ind d^ign of the two ordinances. Thus 
: if a pJ^rentjprefent bimfelf and his infant child 
^ to baptifm^ ^hich .*f t a church," as Dr. Gill 
obXerves, "thas nothing to do. witV' we. main- j 
tain it is the minjfteif s; duty to ^aptize . both. 
Why? Becaufe ^the^ covenant right is the 
. fame to parent and child j and the nature of the 
ordinance is a feal of the Jirji pronufcy or a con- 
firming token of initiation into that ftate where- 
in 

• Body of DiVf Vol. iiiy p. 311, 312. 
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in we may fay, the Lord is our God, and we 

are his people j" and pf this ftatc the child is 
equally capable as the parent. Thus far they 
are on a level ; the fubjeSfive fmtabUnefi being 
found in each alike. But let the fame parent 
and infant apply to a particular churchy and the ' 
Gale itfelf alters; the fundamental ^r^z^«i of ad- 
miffion is different \ there is a degree of relative 
holinefs of which the parent is capable, and of 
• which the child is incapable, neceflary for fuch 
adxniffion. The reafon why the parent is admit- 
ted, is not merely becaufe it Is baptized^ nor yet 
becaufe it has a covenant right to all gofpel 
privileges as , baptized i but becaufe it poflefl^s, 
over and above the . foederal and ceremonial, a 
NATURAL fuitablenefs to enter on this higheft 
degree of relation. When, therefore, the infant 
is rejedted, it is not for want of a Jcederal and 
ceremonial qualification, but for a natural incapacity^ 
a perfonal unfuitablenefsy to anfwer the nature and 
principal end of a particular church member. — 
Wherein this unfuitabkn^s immediately confifts, 
muft be fought from the nature and defign of 
a particular church, and which will be (hewn, 
in anfwer to the following argument urged by 
Mr. Peirce. 

2. " I SEE no reaJbn why infants^ right to 

the eucharift may not, as well as their right 

to baptifm, be pleaded, from their being mem^ 

, hers of the vifthle church •^-liJpoti what rca^ 

Jon are fome of the members of tlie vifible 

church, without any fault on their part, excluc^- 
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cd from any of the privileges and advantages 
which God has granted to his diUEch in com- 
moh ?'* On v^hich I obftrve, 

(i) That the divine grant of privileges and 
advantages to each member of the vlfible churchy 
is not Umited, except by its capacity of enjoying 
the fame. Now becaufe an infant is entitled^ 
in virtue of the grant, to every privilege, to- 
gether With its parent ; does it thence follow, 
that it is capable of all the privileges granted ? 
iThe truth is, it is capable of fome of them, 
but not of others. It is qualified to enjoy the 
benefit of baptifm, but not the cucharift. Thu$ 
in infant may be entitled to an eftate, but is 
hot qualified to take perfonal pofleffion and ma^ 
nagement. Or, a fchokr may be entitled to al 
the privileges and advantages of a fchool; but 
cloes It thence follow that he is qualified for 
the privilege of being in the " higheft clafs ? 
When a Jewifli infant was drcumcifed, he was 
entitled to all the privileges of im Ifradite 5 but 
was he, when only a few weeks old, capable of 
enjoying them all? In fail^ we overlook the 
nature of* privileges, if we conclude, that be- 
caufe any> thing is a privilege to one, it mufl 
be fo to another; for if there be no anfwer'^ 
able qualification^ no fubje^live fuitablenefs^ no ca-' 
facity of poiTeffing, it can be in thofe circum^ 
Jlmices NO privilege. In like manner, tho' bap* 
tifm be a privilege to an infant, being capable 
of the benefit, as before (hewn at large; yet 
the eiicbarift i^ no privilege^ for want of meet- 

neb 
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itefs to poflefs it. Now the queftion^ returns, 
wherein lies this want of meetnefs? In anfwering 
this queftion^ we are led to another obfcrva- 
tion, viz. 

(2) That the very nature and end of a 
chriftian fociety, or particular church, to which 
alone the eucharift ftands related, requires mutual 
confent and ajfiftance among the members. Its 
very exiftence, properly fpeaking, arifes from the 
need there is of mutual ajJiftance for edification, 
to the glory of God. And that fociety alone 
anfwers the nature and main end of a particu- 
lar church of Chrift, where this^ mutual ailift- 
ance is aSlually afforded^ Bat infants are capa- 
ble neither of perfonal confint^ nor perfonal af* 
Jjftance%^ and therefore are not fit for church- 
memberihip^ The very light of nature teaches 
that man is defigned for fQctety\ and the nature 
of that fociety is afcertained from the end pro- 
jofed by it. Now revelation (hews that the 
end of a chriftian fociety is mutual chriftian edi- 
fication in faith and love, holinefs and ufefuU 
nefs ; but the light of nature, as well as that 
of revelation, makes it evident, that infants are 
not capacitated iox this end. 

(3) That the euchariftic ordinance belongs to 
fuch a (bciety, is almoft felf-evident ; this the 
names by which it is called, fupper^ communion^ 
&c. fliewi this the very words of the inftitu- 
tion confirm. Matt. xxvi. 26-! 28. Mark xiv, 
22— '24. Luke xxii. 19, 20. i Cor. xL ao — 
34. and this tbe original celebration of it tends 
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to corroborate. The fupper was adminiftered* 
to 2L felelf company onljy and not to all the bap- 
tized. Jefus gave the elements only to thofe 
who might be called a particular church, of 
which he hjmfelf was the condefcendmg Paftor ; 
whereas there were numbers who had been ad- 
mitted into the general vffible church who ne- 
ver partook of them. 

" T HZ end for which our Lord inftituted this 
duty," fays Bp. Hoadley, " was the remembrance 
of himfelf ; that thfe hread^ to be taken and eaten^ 
was appointed to be tlie memorial of his body 
broken j and the wine to be drank,, was ordained' 
to be the memorial of his blood (hed : orj According, 
ta the exprefs words of St. Paul, that the one 
was to be eaten, and' the other ,to be drank,- 
in REMEMBRANCE of Chrift J and» this to be 
continued, until- He,, who was once prefent with 
his difciples, and is bow abJent^.{t\M come again. 
—This remembrance is exprefsly mentioned^ irp 
the original inflitution, by St. Luke ; and more 
remarkably by St. Paul, as a part of the /»/?/- 
/«//<?», received by him from our Lord himfelf: 
and confequently, it is this remembrance which 
conftitutes the very kature of this holy rite^ 
— without which, this part of chriftian- fervicc 
ceafes to be what it was defigned to be by its^ 
great Inftitutor : And indeed; we" fo long only 
keep to the original inftitufion, whilft we con- 
fider it as a rite to be ferioufly^ 1»erformeix 
IN remembrance of an «bfent Saviour; 
—Whoever therefore, in a ferious and reli- 
gious 
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gfous fenfe of his relation to Chrift, as his 
difciple PERFORMS THESE ACTIONS of e^ing 
bfead and drinking tvine^ in remembrance of* 
Chriff; as of a Perfon corporally abfent from his 
difcfples, mod' certainly performs them * agreeably . 
to the end of the Jnftitutibn declared* by Chrift* 
ftimfelf, and his immediate difciples*." Wherefore' 
(4') It IS' requifite that* the* chriftian coiri- 
Uiunicant perform an aSiion. Except he be fo 
ht a^ive as to* eat bread and drink wine in 
remembrafiu of Ghrift, he dbes not anfwer the* 
nafure and' end of the ii^itution* . This is not 
a mere circumjiance^ which is required of fome 
and not of others, but aft univerfiil- requifition. 
On the contrary, it is plain that in baptifm- 
the adminrftrator alone is required to be pSiively " 
engaged 5 however qualified- the ftrbjeft may be, 
he is no^ in the ordinance itfelf, required to 
perform arr aSiion^ but is wholly pajftve. Hence 
it ^appears, that an infant of' a day is equally 
capable with an adult of receiving baptifm, where-, 
in he is pajftve ; but not fo with regard to the 
eucharift, wherein he is required to perform an 
aSfion. The one may be ifluftrated by the rite 
of circumcijtm^ the other by that of the pajfover. 
Tn the bloody rite, which was, like baptifm, an 
ordinance of dedication^ and whereby the fubje£t 
was laid under obligations without his own 
confentj-iht receiver of the covenant fign, whe- 
ther infant or adqlt, was onfy pajftve j whereas 
M 4 in 
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in the paffi>ver) which was an euchariftic: ordU 
imnce, or a rite eftabli(hed in thankful renrni-- 
trance of a fa£t, the parties were V> perform an^ 
aUkn. And this diftinflian. arifes from the ve^ 
ry nature znd end of each.—- Froi^ thefe conJi- 
diarations it^ appears,- that there is ^ good rea- 
fon affignablei. why fome of the members of the 
vifible church,^ without any fault on. their part, 
arc not admitted to the holy fupper. For to 
be naturally/ uncm^liSiC^ is no fault \ and to be 
admitfed to tiaat, for which we are not natu- 
ntUy anct prdnperly qualifijed, would be, isx hSt^ 
na privilege. 

3* Our author's next argument is founded, 
en cevenant intereft: ^ Another plea for infani 
baptifm, is. their having an intereft in the new 
Coisen^^iL — Atid if their part in the covenant 
wBl! infer their right to one feal^ why not ta 
the oiher? There is g^t need here of fome 
very, nice di/Hn^ion; or. I cannot fee how we 
(hall be able to urg€ the fame argument^ 
when *tis brou^t to prove their ri^t to c»ie 
fecrament, and anfiuer it when 'tis, urged ta 
prove their right to jwtake of the other." I 
care not about a diftindion being nicey pro- 
vided it be a y«/? pne. And whether the fol- 
lowing has not a claim on. the latter charader^ 
let the reader jw^e for himfelf. 

The baprifinal feal, being a reprefentatioo of 
a prefint and future good> certifetb that God^ 
olgedlively, becomes to i^s a God ; in order that 
we may become ta him a PMFt5> of which 

relation 
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relation and oblig^ation infants are Aiitable fab. 
jc<as: But the cuchariftic fcal, as a. memorial of 
an abfent Saviour, and ^ faji wonderful tranfac^- 
tiofif certtfieth the truth of that tranfaftion ; in 
w4er that the receiver, in his focial icapacity, or 
as a church member, may be edified in faith 
and love> by his a^ual remembrance of Chrifb 
crucified for him, and by his aSfual performance 
of the prefcribed duty ; and therefore infants are 
riot fuitable communicants. And yet, be it re- 
membered, the bar of prohibition is not a 
defeat of the fosderal right, or ceremonial titl^ 
, t)ut fuch a natural incapacity as renders what 
is a privilege to others, no privilege to them. 

4. Another argument is urged from " The • 
harjh and injurious treatment of infants, implied ' 
in their being refufed the facrament.'* But we 
anfwer,^. that there, is neither injury nor harjh^ 
nefs implied, in, our refufing to give them what , 
they are naturally unqualified to receive, and. 
what, therefore, is no privilege to them. Where- 
as, when we admit them to baptifm, they have 
not only, a feeder al right j but alfo z. natural 
fiiitablen^s to the. nature and defign of the in- 

ftitution, pleadable and decifive in their favour.. 

5, Another ai^gument is^; '^ Infants are ca- 
pable of {alvation, and therefore may receive 
baptifm which is the means of falvatFon. And 
why does not ^ this confequence as well hold to 
their receiving the Lord's fupper^ which is as 
much a means of (alvation, as baptifm?'' To 
prey mii fmg with the Spirit and the under* 
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Jinndir^y are means, of grace ; yes, as^ much the 
means of falvation as the eucharid: And whj 
are not inf;^nts admitted to enjoy thefe means, 
and priyileges. of falvation, to fmg and pray wjth , 
the fpirit and the underjianding? The reafon 
is evident J they are not capable. ; for the pri- 
vilege requires the performance of a duty. In 
lik^ manner^, to e/it the Lord^s J^upper^ implies, 
the performance of a religious duty, with the 
exercife of the underftanding, judgment, and 
memory, of which an infant is not capable*. 

6. *' Another plea, adds our author, made 
ufe of for infant bagtifm isi, That f»ch may 
be devoted to .God, 'And certainly, this is as 
good a reafon for their partaking of the Lord's, 
fupper, as of baptifm i fince the. one is as. pro- 
perly a dropting perfons to Gody zs the other.** 
Surely this is inadvertently fpoken, jI partake 
ing of the eucharifty is a devoting perfons to God. 
Pray, who devotes? Is it the communicant him- 
, felf ? Ev^ery imrthy communicant, it is allowed, . 
does give up. hiipfelf to. his God and Saviour^ 
conftrained thereto at the. remembrance of dying 
'love. But can an infant devote itfelf? Per- 
haps it will be feid, the parent devotes his 
infant cbiJd. That every truly chriftian parent 
gives up his child to God, none can queftion^^ 
he gives him his, own with gratitude, and with 
becoming confidence in his promife. He gives 
him up Ja his own praifes and prayers'; and 
(may I at length add?) oughtj at leaft, to give 
him to be fet apart to God, by the ordinance 
• ' of 
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of bapfiftn. But what idea can we form of 
a parent devoting his infant child, in the very 
an and rejpe£l of its own eating bread and 
drinking wine in remembrance of Chrifl, for its 
prefent edification and comfort! That a parent 
fhould indru^l, dire£l,. and encourage his child 
to do his duty^ or embraee bis privilege^ Y/hen. it 
appears diat the eucharidic ordinance would.be 
really, fuch to him, is both reafonable and 
right. But how an infant's ^ partaking of the 
Lord's fupper (hould be the parent's devoting, 
it to God is, to me,, inconceivable- Nor will 
it mend the matter to fay, that the mini/ier 
does; for what is there in the fetting apart of. 
in the diftribution. of the elements, like devot- 
ing the partaker of them to God? Can the 
minifter db more than fend up his. devout 
wifheS' to the Father of mercies for his gracious 
prefeace and. bkiTmg to himfelf and fellow com- 
municants; and fuggeft to them fuch confider- 
ations, by a ferious addrefsj as may affift them. 
to- difcharge their owfi duty in- a profitable man* 
ner? And yet we are told it is. " as properly, 
fo as baptifm^'* On the contrary, I infift. that^ 
properly, it .is no devoting ordinance ^tt HL. Its 
proper nsLtart is,, an, ordinance of thankful re^ 
mevfArance ; an4 to fay diat this- may be done 
by an infant is gro&ly abfurd; and again, to fay 
that a: parent may properly devote his infant 
child in fuch an ordinance, is the fame as to 
fay, that he can properly perform impoffibilities 
and. Contradv£tions» It is ipak^g one pecfon's 
M 6 (rwn 
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9Wn aS and d0ii the aSl mtd ii^ 6f mMber. 
It » making aa iiifam'& iatifig bread a^d drini^ 
ing wine in rtmmnbrdnte ef Q>rift^ to be .the 
fime thing at the pnreat'a wi/hif^ it to da &>• 
It is a making of the cdmmimscant ^V0 and 
paffhfy^ at the fame thnt, uxi m, the fam$ r^ 
fpe£f. It ia a parent's doing that fot the d^d^ 
which) on the fuppofitiony the latter does for 
itfeif ; which at the &ne tim^ in realit}:> it 
neither does nor can da In (hort, it is 1 
pretending to perform impojpbilhus by proxy/ 

But how different the nature of the bsq)^ 
tifmal ordinance! Is not this pr$perly an ordi- 
nance of dedkftion f Does it not necefi&rily im* 
-piy, the rr^'ii^ of what we have a natural xi^t 
to? Is it not a transferring of tbe fubje& 
from one relative ftate to another ? And is not 
this applicable to^ an infant $ may he not be 
devoted by another as prop^rfy as an adult ?-^ 
But as this is granted by Mr, Pixitce^ it tteeds. 
Mere no further proof. 

7. ** It has been aigued, [from Luke xviiL. 
15, i6.] That Chrift is witting little children, 
fhbuld c6me to him; that he is pUafad when, 
infants, who are not able to eome themfelv»V: 
are brought by others to him, that he may hlc6. 
them. And wha has been able to ai2iire^io& 
who make ufe of this argum^t> that Chrifk is. 
tmlj/willing to have them brought ta, him in, 
hapVfa^.2ind not in the L^d's /upper f Is not 
tthe giving them the cuchaiift,. as fokmn a> w^y, 
tii bringing them to Chrift, as ^e baptising 
^ themi:: 
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tibem ?'' tt is fiifficioit to reply, Th^it Chriil, 
is neither pleaiecT nor willing that parrots ihoutd 
attempt what is propirfy, impra^cabli.^ M^^ 
fiireiy aa maceeffibk way^, cannot br. an; fmau*' 
^^i^ w^i Box^ c«^ a way. which implies fa 
many alfurdities^ have any juft claim QT\,fikm^ 
nity. 7 he obftru&ion primarily lies in the n^m 
fm-e 9/ the things and, ttio-e&re it argues neid^er 
k^each of duty in parents^ nor refle<^s oa the 
wall and. pleafure of Chrift, not to bring them 
to the Lord's Suj^er. But no fuch obi^rui^on. 
Mcs in. thdr. way to baptifm, as before deoion*^ 
ftrated; (chap iii. $^r*io> &c.) and the fskSt 
^ ciFcumcifion^ initituted by Jehovah^ is . aa. 
impregnable bulwark againft all arguments de» 
duced from, the natural incapacity of infants, in^ 
reference tO:^ thdr being brought and devvtei to 
Godi 

8- F IK ally: " 'Tif frequently aU^ed, %s 
tdc* Pbxscs, that in&nts. are difcipUs^, A(k%. 
IBS. 10. and. therefc»« they ought, by haptiiim. 
to be inroUed a^, fuch, and to be fol^nnly i». 
Uiated to his dticipline. And cmainly their re- 
ociving the Lord's fupper is as proper z tefti- 
mohy of their^ corUinmngy as their baptifin. was 
of; thdr being initiated to be his diiciples^" 
Strange aflertiou: of fo refpe£bble a writer! 
Might he not hove as well faid^ that, becs^ufe a^ 
child; is initiated into a fchool, before he knows. 
the! wry Utters of his mother tongue, his making. 
grt^ ^ifcrcift i$. *^ as- proper a teftimony, of his^ 

ctmiinuiMg^^ 
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ctmtinutng^ as his entrance was • o£ Iiiy being- 
initiated to be a fcholar P* 

- § 12, ** The obje^ions againft infant com-* 
munion will admit of the fame anfwersy* pra-^ 
cecds our author, ** as^ thofe againft infant 
baptifm." Let us^ not, however, take his tore 
aflfertion, but examine his evidence* . 

'" The only objeiSions which cany any ap- 
pearance of weight in. thcm^. are taken, from 
their incapacity to perform- fome a£ls which are 
Inquired in the adult - communicants ^ fuch as 
remembering Chrift, difcermng- the Lord's body, 
and py evioufly # examining^ thettf elves. And juft 
fech arguments may be and ^e allied agfiinft 
i^ant baptifn* Infants are not capable of that 
repentance ^r)A faithy which are required, in the 
adult when they are baptized. An4 the fame 
kind of anfwer will Terve in both cafes." Then 
1 am. exceedingly miftaken. One remark, how- 
ever, might be fufficient to (hew^ that our author, 
was not free of miftate in. the matter; viz.. 
That the incapacity^ in the one cafe, is an ^ 
fential bar, a defed which, admits of no ade- 
quate remedy; but that the incapacity^ in the 
other cafe, is no real incapacity, is only a mete 
circum/lancej^ and- tl^erefore wants, no remedial 
aid. Our opponent does not pretend that, the 
want of faith and repentance is. a. juft.reafon of 
excluding infants from bap^m ; whereby* he aU 
lows, that it is not the very nature, of baptifm 
that requires thefe qualifications^ but, iperelj 
.tiie circimjlantial difference of the fubjea. On. 

the. 
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the contrary, I maintain, that the very nature 
of the eucharift requires eating bread and drink- 
ing wine in remembrance of Chriji^ that remem-^ 
Bering Chrift, difcerning the Lord*? body, aiid. 
prtwious felf-exami nation^ are ejfenttal qualifications 
of a worthy communicant, of ^hich an. infant 
is incapable/ 

"I SHOULD be ghd'to know of thofe Poedo- 
baptifts, who go on the contrary fuppofition, 
what communion they admit infants to, when thcyi 
baptize them ? What one privilege in the church 
do they admit thern to?" I anfwer; Into. the 
fame communion as that into which John the 
Baptift, our Lord and his difcipks^ admitted 
thofe muhitudes they baptized. And I fuppoie 
it will not be faid, that their baptifm was noL 
privilege becaufe they were not admitted to ce- 
lebrate the holy fupper. What communion ? 
Surely not into any one particular chriftian fo^ ' 
ciety, which is founded on mutual^ engage^* 
ments. Such a church, as Dr Gill well oh- 
fcrves, " has nothing to do- with the baptifm of 
any ;" nor has baptifm any thing to do -with 
it. The communion^ then, is that of the whole 
chrijiian church at large^ as diftinguilhed from 
Jews, Mahometans, Heathens, &c* What pri^ 
vilege? 1 anfwer, in the words of Paul, "Much 
every way; chiefly, becaufe that unto them are 
committed the oracles o£ God. Foi^ what if 
fome do not believe ; (halli their unbelief make 
the faith of God without cffe6k ? God forbid." 
The promife is their's^ and, in covenant rights 

EVERY. 
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BTBRY PR I vu JOB thereunto belonpngi of which 
they are. capable and fuitable fubje^Sb. ^^ The 
PROMISE^ then, fays Dr;^ Owen, as it haih 
tbe^ nature of a covefiantj including the grace 
diat God would (hew unto finnera in tlie Mefliabv 
and the obedknee that he required (vom them, 
was. from the firft giving erf it^ the foundiation. 
of the churchy, and the whole worihip of God 
therein. Unto this churchy, fo founded and. 
built on this covenant — were all th^ following 
fromifet and the privileges, exhibited in them>, 
l^ven. and annexed.. Neither hath, or ever had 
any individual perfon, any fpiritual right unto 
— >thofe promiies. or privileges, whatever his 
outward condition werci but only by virtue of 
his memberjbip m the church built on. the cove-;^ 
nant, whereunto, as w& faid, they do all ap« 
pertain.— -Wherefoever this^ covenant is,. and with* 
whomfoever it ia eilabliihed, with, tbeov is the 
churchy unto whom all iht.promifes and privileges 
of the church do belong. Hence it was,, that, 
at the coming of the Meffiah there was not one 
ihurch taken away, and. another let u{( in. the 
room thereof— The Cbriftian church is not ano'^ 
ther church, but the very fame that was before 
the coming of Chrift. — The promifes of^ the Old 
Teftament are all made unto the churchy. No* 
individual perfon hath any intereft ii^. them, but 
by Virtue of his memherjhip therewith. — And 
among thofe proxmfe^hi^ is one, that God will 
be A God. UNTdffTH^M and their s&ed for 
EVER*." Thei^ remarks, with a little expla- 
nation^ 
* Di. .OwiN ^thc/ HeU Vd« I«. Pf . 54—571 . 
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nation, exprefs my meaning with regard to the 
church communion^ and the church prhilegesj to 
which infants are introduced by baptifm. I 
would not be underftood to mean, that the fr/i 
promifcj or gofpel grantj is not addreffed to any 
until they become members of the gofpel church, 
whereas it muft be in virtue of this promife 
that any who are afar off have a rational induce- 
ment, and folid foundation, for joining themfehes 
unto the church. And yet, all the fulfequent 
promijes and annexed privileges^ . <ai> belong im* 
mediately to none but the aSlual members of the 
church. And there is not any privilege, really 
fuch, which does not fccderally belong to bap- 
tized infants; and if we do, not admit fuch to 
the facred fupper, it is becaufe that would be 
no real privilege to them, .(which their baptifm 
4emonftrably is. / 

Thus I have acceptW Mr. B.'s chaHehge^ 
and attempted ^ fairly to confute" the argumentt 
suvl. obje^ii^ns of Mr* Peirce, *' without fap- 
ping Ae foundation^ of Infant baptifm;" and 
while thefe ftandifecurdy firm. How far thif 
is done with fflccefs^ whofe arguments wdgh* 
heavieji in theJfcales of impartiality^ I chearfully 
refer to thofepvho aa poffeffed of thofc inva- 
luable fcales. 

. $ 13. It may be objefted, " If baptiftn fcals 
" nothing more than a bare exhibition of ^i- 
^ ritual blcifings, what benefit can that be t^ 
^ infittits V\ la re^ ly to this let it be ob- 
fervwl^ 

r. That 
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i. That the fcaling of baptifm is of ther 
fame nature with the gofpel itfdf, which, it is 
allowed, is the annunciation, or bare exhihition 
of mercy and grace.— Therefore, if the gofpel' 
be a mercy, baptifm muft be fo; and the^ de^ 
gree of the fuppofed benefit, is in proportion to 
that of a feal fuperadded to a legal inftrument. 
The former without the latter is of no u(e; 
but when added to it, increafes its value: not 
as importing fomething different; but certifying' 
more ftrongly tfa^ fame thing. And as the moflr- 
glorious difplays of falvation do not, , of' them- 
felves, give to any a fubjeHive certainty, where- 
by they may conclude thejnfelves perfonalty 
poifeiTed of it > but only an objedive ground of 
afliirance, whereby they are encouraged to accept 
of it,' as defigned for their ufe: So is. the nature 
of the fealing.' Confequently, if the^npefl&ge of 
falvatiott be a blefUng, the fealing^ of tl\at mef-- 
fage is an additional blefling; 
, :^ If the gpfpel and the means of* grace in* 
their bare exhibition, be any benefit to nations- 
and families, they muft be fo to infants as a part 
of them; and, for the fame reafori, baptifm* 
too. For if the glad tidings of falvation, in ar 
fettled miniftry, be a benefit, fb is GocJ's fupcr* . 
added fcaling of thofe tidings. 

3^ As the miniftry of reconciBatfon is a blcf- 
^ag,, independent of our ejllmation of it, fo is 
the, confirming token of that miniftry. For who 
thinks to meafure ^ 'the' benevolent conduft* of 
tke Deity, and the merciful defigns of hi^ proi' 

vidcnce. 
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vidence, by their reception and improvement 
among men? 

4, If the external flandihg evidences of chrif" 
tianity be a benefit, in their bare exhibition^ 
baptifm muff be fo likewife ; as it may be juft- 
ly ranked among thofe evidences. 

5, Whatever tends to explain the nature 
and to enforce the authority of gofpel truths^ 
muft be a benefit in its mere exhibition; but 
this baptifm does from its very nature to every 
capable fubjeiJ-, and therefore is a benefit to 
baptized infants,^ who, it is demonftrable, arc 
fuch. 

6, Whatever has a juft claim on the 
grateful acknowledgments of adults, for what 
they enjoyed in infancy, muft be a benefit; 
but what well-inforn^ed perfon is not thank^ful 
that he was born under a difpenfation of merCy ; 
under the chriftian in preference to any -other; 
in a country, and cfpecialiy in a family, where 
true TeUgion was known, pra£Hfed and incut- 
cated? But if this be true, who fees not that 
baptifm, fince it is God's confirming feal to* 
the truth and contents of the goQ)el, is a 
benefit, on fuppofition that It only exhibits the 
bleffings reprefented by it*. 

§ 14. It may be objeded, " If there be a 
** fuitablenefs in infants, as fuch^ to the rite of 
f* baptifm, (carnal defcent making no difference 
•* in their moral ftate) by what rule (hall we 

** determine 

♦ See Edwards on Ortginal Sin, p. 441. and 0r. Tayio**!! 
'. Scrifturc Daarine of Original %m^ p, 72, 73. Supplement* 
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•* determine^ what children to baptize and what 
" not? Or rather, if it be a benefit to all 
•* thofe who are capable, and all infants are 
^ fuppofed fuch, therefore: it would be a great 
** charity in ipinifters to baptize ail they can y 
^^ and, inftead of condemning Roman miilio- 
^ niaries for their attempts to chriftianlze the 
^ Heathens by baptizing them, parents and 
^ children, when fuppofed unq[ualified, fliould 
** we not commend their pious and charitable 
** zeaJ ?'* To this I anfwer, by obferving 

I. That the law of nature is. not to be 
violated, nor the rights of nature infringedji, 
without a pojitivi divine command. But were 
miniflers, in the difcharge of their higl> com^ 
miffion, to greach the gofpel, to> baptize, &c*^ 
to adopt compuJjive or frauaulent. me^s; thi% 
law would be violated, and tbefe rights infrin^ 
ed» while, on the fuppofition, they have no. gq- 
fitive injundtion for fo doing. That tlie preach- 
ing of the gofpel^ and its eftabliCbment among j^ 
people, is a ben^t to theip, np chrjilian ( fi^pr 
pofe will denyi but yet, he whq employs foi? 
this purpofe coippulfion an4 frauds is a detef^edt 
violator of the facred di<^tes o£ ths Law q^ 
Nature and of Nations. And as to that text 
(Luloe xiv. 23, ) which has bee^i urged as a 
fojitive command for fuch groceedi^gs, we anfwca; 
U in the fame manner as we do the Antipqedor 
baptiAs^ pofitivei duties^ when brought to countee- 
Qia»d natural and moral ones, are no duties any^ 
furtbpr thaa the]^ atife from diving autbontjr^ 

^ olaialy 
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** plainly binding and ftrongly commanding.** 
So that this pretended pojitive command is a 
mere nihility y becaufe we are not bound to take 
the word compel as, denoting external force^ 
the' it were urged that the literal and primly 
meaning favours that interpretation. 
* 5L. From what has been faid it follows, that 
-bur influence o^^er others, whether adxilts or in- 
fants, can be no forther than the law of Na- 
ture ^nd of Nations admit of when no pofitivrc 
injunftion is fuppofed. It is evident that by 
% divine conftitution, parents have a tight or 
limited dominion over their children; which 
dominion they receive from God as a iacred 
depofit, or an important talent to be improved 
for their good. Nor is it in the power of any 
man lawfully, to ufarp the parents*, place Ag-^/'/j^ 
his confent {cat. par.) but this parental autho- 
rity is capable of being transferred to another 
than a real parent, by feveral ways. When 
ihis transfer is juftly and truhf mad^ whether 
explicitly or implicitly (for there arc many af- 
fignable inftances in which the Jotter cafe may 
happen) then the adopter, guardian, truftee, &c, 
of the child becomes, by univerlal confent, p6f- 
feffed 4)f the fuppofed rights to be exercifed for 
the beneflt of his ward. And it is worthy of 
remark, that this authority, wherever veftcd, is 
gradually diminijhed by the age, improvement^ 
&c. of the child, till it becomes nearly or in- 
tirely extinSl. 

To illuftratc this matter, let us fuppofe a 
perfon, ftanding in different relations to othew, 
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is come to a refolutioa of leaving his na- 
tive country, for the purpofe of colonizing ano- 
ther far diftant. We will fuppofe, morebvos 
that the country whither he is ^oihg abounds 
with incony)arably greater advantages and privi* 
leges than what he leaves behind. Now the 
gqueftion arifes. Whom (hall he take with liim, 
and whom fhall he leave behind ? In this caf^ 
nature immediately di6lates that, as he ovight 
not forcibly to compel his adult children and 
fervants, or aAy other relations and dependants ; 
~ fo'he ought to take fuch as were in a ftate 
of dependence on his determination, and elpe- 
cially his infant children. He muft aft an ««- 
natural part not to embrace fuch an opportu- 
nity of bmefiting his child f 5 3xA his condud 
muft be equaUy unnatural^ and culpable in for- 
cibly compelling others, in proportion as they 
were in a capacity to judge for themfelves*. 
Perfedly analogous to tlxis diftate of nature^ 

was 

t Sec .1 Tiih, ▼. t% 

• *' In fevcral countries, •in Spain and Portugal particular^, 
their [the Jews'J children have been taken from them by order 
of the government, to be educated in Jtlic Popifli religion« The 
fourth council of Toledo ordered, that all their' children. fhould be 
taken from them for fear they fhould partake ef their erron, 
and that they ihould be fliut up in monalbriea, to be iniWuded 
in the chriftian trutht. And when they were bani/hed irom Por* 
tugal, « the king, fays Marian-a, ordered all their childreuf 
under fourteen years -of age, to be taken frorti them and haftixtd: 
a pra^ice not at tfU juftifiabJe," adds the hiftorian, ^* bccauie 
none ought to be forced to become chr ftians, nor children to be 
taken from their parents," Bp. N«wTON*a Piflert« on Pcophec* 
Volfi, p. 194, . 
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-^as the aivine hw concerning Profelytes to the 
Jewilh religion ; and fihce It is the voice of 
nature and of nature*s God, it behoves an ob- 
je6lor to produce an cxprefs undoubted contra- 
vention from .heaven, to influence chriftians to 
a diiFerent -praflic^ i?vhen difcipling all nations 
to chriflianity. 

§ '5- It has been objeAed, *^ If we bap- 
•^^ tize iU our infants, then we fluU have no 
** adults ta baptize;" 

•Buj* this objeftion amounts to no real force 
at' ill, as It is evidently parallel with the fd- 
Jowing, which all muft allow is fufficiently 
• wedk ; viz. ^* If we inculcate the principles of 
" chriftianity on the rifing generation, we (hall 
** have no iddlatcrs to convert ;'* for It is no- 
torious, that the grcateft part of chriffian con- 
verts in 4he apoftolick age came to Chrift from 
the bofom of idolatry. —7 However, wre reply 
more diredly, by obferving, that the obje<aion 
is grounded on a falfe fuppofition, viz. That 
there is fomething more excellent in adult bap- 
tifm than infant "baptifm; or more conformable 
to the Inftitutor's intention. But what Is thh 
clfe than to fuppofe that true which is difputed? 
And as to the yir;w^r 'branch of the fuppctfition, 
. be it obferved, 

I. That we are under no obligation to ad- 
mit this fuppofed fuperior excellency till wa are 
"informed' wherein its preteniions coTifift. Is it 
. becaufe baptifm is to a baptized believer a feal 
x)f the righteoufnefs of faith? ^o it Is to a 

baptized 
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baptized infant 5 and we arc bold to affirm as 
much (o as to any beKever that ever was bap- 
tized. (See Chap. II.) Is it becaufe a be- 
liever is, after baptifm, under folemn obliga* 
tions ? So is every infant ? and, all things coa- 
fidered, not lefs fo than any believer whatever. 
On the contrary we infifl^ that .the /otmtr a 
benefit is enjoyed, the higher the ^ri^Hgatioas 
and this we confider as mi&ct than equivalent 
to any othor fiippofed fiiperior advantage what« 
ever, which may be pleaded by our opponents. 
2U Baptism being a feal jof the covenant 
in the fame fenfe as circumcifioni (See chap» 
IL} were there any weight in the ol^e^bn, iit 
would follow, that (fuppo(ing the pojitivenefs of 
the command cmt of ths queftion) adult circum* 
cifion was more excellent and advantageous than 
in&nt clrcumcifion^ But will any affirm, eaccc|>t to 
fupport a.totteringcaufe,that the moral and Spiritual 
ufes of that inftru£Uve rite were better anfwer* 
ed when fubmitted to by adult jHTofelytes, than 
when applied to infants? It is true there were, 
in the former cafe, fome advants^eous drcum^ 
Jianceu The adult had an o|^ortunity <rf /g/K- 
fying his affent, belief, and^ fubmiffion. . Be bad 
the advantage of devout preparation'^ ky. prayer 
and fading. And on the folemn occafion of 
performing the duty, he was capable of reJUSling 
on its nature, defign and obligations. And, -in 
(hort, all his life after he could no lefe than 
recolleSl his perfonal engagements. But thefe 
circumftances of partial advantage, were more 

than 
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than counterbalanced by others appertaining to 
infants. The latter^ for inftance, had the im^ 
portant privilege of being much bnger (their 
age being equal)^-^afiWy,.4?ehted to God and 
his people: And from infancy, had a legal 
right to all the other church privileges ^s they 
grew capable of them. To which we may add, 
That initiatory rites, from their very nature, are 
defigned to influence every fuhfequent moment of 
life^ as well as the time of celebration f. 

These things, therefore, duly confidcred, we 
are fo far from thinking the univerfal preva- 
lency of applying baptifm to infants, in a chrif* 
tian country, is a deviation from the real de- 
fign of tlie divine Inftitutor; that we cannot 
help believing the commiflion he gave ^' to dif* 
<:iple all nations" is eminently fulfilled therein. 
And inftead of labouring to introduce an alter^ 
ation m this rcfpeft, we cannot forbear eameftly 
praying, that every fuch attempt may be fruf^ 
trated', that miflionaries among fhi? Heathens 
may ever baptize their infant chUdren with the 
parents; and that every nation on the face of 
the globe may be thus difcipled*. 
You II. N atoll. 

f Sec P<t^ofcaptifm« VJndicatus, p. i^f 

* Agxxsablk to this was the rolemn dying wi/h of that 
eminently favoured fervant of Chrift, the Rev. Mr, Richako 
Mathii. This Gentleman and hit family, being barbaroufly 
haunted by the dsemcn of perfecution in Old Engiandg after a 
moft rdnarkabk deliverance on the wighty waters, arrived in 
-Hew England^ A. D, 1635, and the year following fixed atDor- 
cbefttr. <*, Being thus again fettled in the Loid*i woik, he there V 

continue* 
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QrolK From the whole, we may infer. How 
unnafonabh and wrong it is for any particular 
church to refufc membeffhip to any perfon merefy 
becaufe he was baptized in infancy^ or is a Posdo^ 
haptiji in principle; as alfo, becaufe one vn& 
not plunged when he received the chriftian pvh 
W'^'i^' , rijicatm. 

^«d to hit . dyiiig daf ; &e Lord making him an dniaent 
^ipb|» not only to Dmb^er^ but to all the churches and plat- 
tatiom round about him, for the fpace of almoft four and tfair^ 
• ye«n,— He did not fpeak much la hit laft fickneitt either ta 
^ieadt that vifited him» or to his own children | only hit Saot 
Mr. Samuel Mathzk, who was then a preacher in S^m-^ 
aoming to Tifit hit Ather, ^aid unta him. Sir, if "diere be toy 
fiedid tbhg which yoli would have me to do^ in cafe tbe Loid 
iboald 4ttre me upon the earth after you are in heaven, I wovlj 
e»t»at you to eiprefs it* At which his father, making a littk 
paufe, acnd lifting up his eyes and hands towards heaven, r^fiedi 
** A ^eial tbit^ which I wmild oommend to you; it caie con- 
** ceming the rifing • generatioA in this country, that they be 
*' brought under the government of Chriil in hit church | and that 
" when they are grown up and qualified, tiej^ Uvt kftt/mfirOor 
** cbiUren.** That Is, that the etiidren he k^hftJ^ in virtue of the 
patents* profeffmt He wiihed that fome care and difcipline ibooU 
be exercUed towaidt the tHUren tH pr^Jefin^ and that tlhole chil- 
dien, when they grew upi and made a profeffion, ihouid in coa- 
lequence thereof have timr \vSvdX, Jeed haptixedi and lb Ja fuc* 
ceffion* SeeDr* GiLLjxt*t Hiftorical CoQe^ons, Vol« i* p» %^u 
Kxal's Hifioiy of /Tfit-^if 4mn( Volt p. 353, 354, 385, 
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Fraftical Refle(5tioc^ % containing a rationaf 
and devout improvement of chriftian 
baptifm, and particularly Infant Bap« 

TISM. 

§ Intraduiiton. § 2. Pra^eal tUJUSimt. (i) Frmt 
the con/kUrntitn of our being baptjzBD ferfins^ 
i7x^ § 3* I. Fmth. § 4* %. Gratitude. § 5. 
3. Repentance. § 6. 4. SelfAdicatien. § 7. 
5* Vniverfal boUnefs. § 8. 6. Exemplary dili^ 
fence. § 9. (2) jFrcw ^i&^ catefideration of our 
being baptized in infancy^ as to ^ lO. !• 
Faith. § !!• 2. Gratitude. § i2* 3. Repent'^ 
eince.^ 13. ^. Self-^dedication. § 14. 5.fWwr- 
y&/ hoUnefs. § 15. 6. Exemplary diligence* § 16 
—^3; (3) j/jr PARENTS. §24—29. (4) j/jr 

MUWISTSRS. §30—36.(5) -A SPECTATOas; 
§ 37* Recapitulation. 

§ I. ^nr^HE go^el contains good tidings of 

X great joy, which, (hall be unto all 

. people. And ^ the l^cy, the .tndHmable trea* 

fure, bequeathed to us by the laft will and tef- 

tament of our Divine Saviour, he feals not only 

with his "blood to fatisfy Juftice, bujt alfo by 

his in/titutlcns for our infhni^Kon and cokntort. 

He condcfcends to tcacn us, in a fenfe^ after 

' N 2 ' - the 
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the maimer of menj while at the fame time, his 
method of teaching bears the ftamp of infinite 
wifdom and tranfcendentjove. In thefe inftitutioDs 
we difcovcr the loving -kindneis of the Lord adap- 
^ ting itfelf to human weaknefs, and huomn' wants; 
• hereby every faculty is addreflcd, every afFedioii 
Xbl\cited, eycry. fin difcountenanced, and cvoy 
chrifiian grace, pio«s difpofition, and dhrinfs vir- 
tue, encouraged. And as this is the charader 
of gofpel infiitutiohs in general, fo'it is particu- 
larly of baptifm in an eminent degree. Whe- 
ther we confider ourfelves as baptized perfons— 
as baptized in infancy '^v^ parents ^^zsminiflers 
-^ahd as JptSiators of this ordinance, the pradi- 
cal and devout confideration of it wiU be at- 
tended with peculiar advantages. 

§ 2. (i) From the general confideration , of 
pur being baptized perfons, without any le- 
icrence to the time when, we may ^her many 
profitable refleftions for die important purpofes 
of encouraging our yJr/Vi&— provoking our ^r^i- 
/«<ii— furthering our repentance'^ tn^x^g our 
felf'dedicati^t'^ zdvzncmg our bolin^s — and of 
exciClDig our diligence^ 

§ 3. I. Is baptifin a /eal? What an objec- 
tive grdund x>f faith does it exhibit! 

Am I a iaptized perton i Then I have not only 
his word of promife, and his folemn path^ to en- 
courage my faith in his gofpel, but alfo this 
ftanding infiitution which was applied to me 
for that purpofe. As an .oath puts an end to 
all ftrife^ fo does the legal feajing bf an infiru- 

ment. 
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ment* . And can I any longer doubt that the 
promife is for my ufe? Surely the bare word 
of the God of trutlx, who cannot lie, were 
enough tb fupprefs every rifing doubt, refpe<aing 
the matter teftrfied j but when he confirms the 
teftimony^ with an oathy he feems willing more 
abundantly to encourage my faith. And yet, as 
if. this were not fufficient, he puts ' the matter 
fo far . out of doubt as to point me out hy 
name. He hath put his own name upon me : 
and his language, In effefl is, I wiH be thy God^ 
thy father, thy everlafting pcfrtion; how long 
wilt thou be faithlefs? Can faith, the moft ra-"* 
tional faith, require any more? Lord, let me 
never be guilty of the impious crime of dif- 
believing the freenefs of thy grace, thy willing- 
nefs to fave me, even me^ however opprefled 
with guilt, and defiled with pollution. I can 
never diftruft myfelf too much j but is it poffible 
to put too much truft in the Lord? To put 
too much confidence in my Divine Shepherd? 
Does he call me by my name ? Has he fet 
mc apart for himfelf? Wheriefore (hould I 
doubt, or what . poffible plea has unbelief to 

urgc?v 

Faith (hould refpeft a divine tejiimony. But 
what is the teftimony of God ? That God ^ 
fersy nay gives unto mc eternal life, and this 
life is in his Son. Is it on condition of future . 
amendment and a virtuous condudl ? No ; the 
encoura^ng grant is fufpended on no conditiba 
whatever. My pojfiffton of the mercy, fcaled by 
N 3 my 
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my baptifm, is to be enjoyed by faith \ and 
this faith of the operation of Grod purifies the 
heart, pacifies the confcience, works by lov^ 
difpcls every guilty fear, and is produdKve of. 
the fruits of righteoufnefs to the glory of God« 
Docs diffidence' objeft: " Why believe that the 
promife is to you^ tho* baptized?'* Nay, rather, 
why mt to nie? Am I tiot a finner, under 
the found of the gofpel, and fet apart to its 
privileges ? And is not this one of them, that 
Jefus Clirift is willing to fave me from fin and 
hdl, and from the hand of all that bate me? 
That I may by faith enter into reft, by faith be 
jufiified from all things, have peace with God 
thro' our Lord Jefus Chrift, receive reconciliation 
and atonement, have my iniquities fubdued, and 
my foul everlaftingly fiived ? If I may not recdvc 
thefe bleflings 1^ Jaitb^ without Ac previous 
condition of my performing works of xightcouf- 
nefs, what would become of me as a dying 
finner ? . How, othcrwife, could the gqfpel be 
good; tidings to finners on the verge of eternity, 
as, well as to thbfe wha may live to manifefl: 
their faith by their wbrks? 

WiLt diicouragcment agaia urge.: ** Faith 
is the gift of God, and therefore is not in my 
own power?" If it be the ^ft of God, as it 
certainly is, let me make the greater fpeed in 
making my application to him for it. And 
even this is a privilege to which I am admit- 
ted- Nor does faith being th^ g^ of God» 
hinder believing to be my dxiy^ Nor yet docs 

tny 
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my atten^ting to difcharge a duty, any way pre- 
vent the duty itfelf difchargcd being a fi^er^ 
natural effeSl. Is it not my duty to attempt to 
lo'ue God, to love him for tlie fake of his in- 
finite worthinefs, as well as his ftupendoXis love 
to a perilhing world, in the gift of his Son? 
And yet if I am a true lover of God, I dare 
not afcribe tlie attainment to any thing fliort 
of fovereign diftinguiftiing grace. Is the divine 
nature^ as poiTeffed of all poffible pcrfcftionS and 
excellencies, of all that is amiable and lovely, 
merciful and gracious, the proper objeft and ra- 
tional ground of divine love; fo is the promife 
ef God, confirmed by his eath and feat, the 
proper objeft and rational ground' of divine 
jaitb* The promife, fealed by my baptifm, as 
s^ golden chain let down from heaven, is my 
only ground of hope as a perifliing finner. And 
as a Jinner does the promife regard me 5 under 
that charaSIer it addrefles me, O charming 
newsi O glorious difcoveryl' H^e is a rcmcdy^ 
prefented to me^ placed full before my eyes, 
equally fne and efficacious.. Is it prelumption 
to receive it, when I am affured by the roef- 
fenger who brings it. That not to receive the 
bounteous donation, under the pretence that it 
belongs not to me a finner^ \% in ^effcft to 
charge the Promifer, the God of truth, with 
infincerity and falfehood ? What greater evidence 
C5UI fcrupulofity itfelf wifli for, that the grant 
of mercy is defigned for me? What in the 
whole compafs. of the nature of things can be 
N 4, imagined 
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imagined as a proof to me, a finfiil creature, 
that the divine promife is intended for my ufe^ 
than that it ftiould be dire£led to ttie by name, 
accompanied with tlie oath and feal of Jehovah ? 
Will not the blood and the water, will not 
heaven and earth be fwift witnefles againft me 
if unbelief flill prevails ? 

I AM not required to believe what is either 
urn faforj able or untrue. For what is more rea- 
fonable than to believi what the AH-wife, Af- 
nii^hty, and gracious God teftifies ; and teftifies 
m fuch a manner? And it would be impious 
to fuppofe that Hfe requires me to believe any 
thing which is not Jiri^ly true. His tejiimony 
is. not concerning my goodnefs^ my attainments^ 
my a^iual, poffejpon of grace, of faith, of holinefs, 
&c.^ but 'concerning his own exceeding great and 
precious promifes, that by these i.may be- 
come, a partaker of a hofy nature, with every 
new covenant blefling thrd* time and eternity, 
^et my baptifm then not only remind, but 
alfo ajfure me, that with God there is mercy 
hpld forth for me; that even I, however un- 
deferving and condemnable in myfelf, may have 
free, accefs to a throne of grace,' may obtain 
mercy, and find' grace to help in time of need* 

§ 4. 2. Does baptifm exhibit important bUf» 
Jings? Then how (hould the confideration of 
it provoke my gratitude 1 

Am I a baptized perfon ? Then to me is held 
forth tlie remijjion of all myjms. The very inftituw 
tion itfelf i$ a faitl^ul witnefs for the God of grac^ 

that 
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that he ftands ready to pardoh» O glorious privi- 
lege, to have to do with the King of Kings ^d 
Lbrd of L6rds, who, tho* I have highly offen- 
ded him with ipy fins, holds in his gracibus 
Mnd a free, full, and everlafting pardon ! Am 
I placed in his church Hy baptifm? With ad* 
ditional evidence?, therefore, may I coitBder the 
following wonderAiI words addreiled to nu* 
** The Lord, the Lord God, merciful and 
gracious, long-fufFering and abundant in goodnels 
and truth, keeping mercy for thoufands, foipvw 
ing iniquity and tranfgreffidn and fin/* i(£xod. 
xxxiv. 6, 7.) And as thefe words were pro- 
claimed for the ufc of the guilty and alarmed 
Ifraelites, after the two firji tables of ftone were 
broken, occafioned by their idolatry and folly; 
fo are they direSed to me now after all my 
pad follies and provocations. Even to mt are 
the following words direded, " Thou haft 
made me to ferve with thy fins, thou haft wea*: 
ried me with thine iniquities. I, (O wonder- 
ful retaliation ! ) even I am he who blotteth 
but thy tranfgreflions for mine own fake^ and 
will not remember thy fins. Put me in re- 
membrance 5 let us plead together : declare thou, 
that thou mayeft be juftified." (Ifa. xliii, 24 
-^26.) Lord, this is not the manner of men : 
thou giveft liberally without upbraiding. In 
grateful wonder I would reply, ^ Who is :i 
God like unto thee, that pardoneth iniquity, 
and pafleth by the tranfgreflion of the remnant 
of his heritage? He retaincth not his anger for 
.N 5 - . iCVfir 
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ev^j becaufe h» ddightetb m merqTf He win 
turn again, he will hav^ compafEoa \xpon us; 
he wiH fubdue out imquities; and thou wilt 
caft all ff^ fins it^to the depths of the tez. 
Thou TOlt perform the iratb to Jacob, and the 
JHTT^ to Abrahaxn, which thou haft fwom to 
our fathers from the days of old/' Mic^ viL 
18—20. 

Am: I a bapiizid perfon? Then ftfll greater 
Uefinp are yet granted and fealed to me. For 
hereby I ata affured diat Jahatlm from the ma« 
lady- of fin, the dominion pf lulls, the maUce^ 
of fatan, and the puns of hell, is exhibited and 
prefented to me^ And as this invaluable bleC- 
fing i& directed to. me bf namey ever fmce I 

^ have bcMTie the name of ( my Saviour, received 
at my baptifin, €0 it comes as a. free ^ift, and 
without charge. Stand fti|l, therefore, and fe^ 

, in faith and affe£lionate gratitude, the fahatian 
of the Lord. I am invited to the wells of fal- 
Vatton, without money and without price. How 
can I doubt, either his power or willingnefs 
to fave me to the uttermoft? Is not this the 
voice of my Sovereign and Saviour.? ** Look 
i|nto me and he thou fiwei?'* And ihall not 
gratitiide, unfeigned gratitude, have a peaceful 
abode in my favoured foul ? Yes ; ** Blefs th^ 
LoRp, O my foul; and aH that is within me 
.ble& his holy name. Blefs the Lord, O my 
fo\il, and forget not all h^ benefits ; whp for- 
glveth all thine iniqwtksi who healeth all thy^ 
Afeafess who redeemeth thy life firom deftruc- 

tion^ 
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tion; who^ erowneth thee vfith loving kind* 
tifi& and tender mercies/^ (P&lm ciii. 1—4.} 
In Chrift mjr Saviour I have a propitiation for 
my fins, and a robe of confummate righteou& 
nefs. If taught of God to underjiani Ae. things 
thus freely given me out o£ the unfearchable. 
riches of his grace; if my heart is 4if€nedy like' 
that of Lydia, to receive thefe ineftimable bene- 
fits, I may furthm: add, ^* I will greatly rejoice in 
the Lord, my foul fhalU^ joyful in my God': for. 
he hath clothed me with the garments of faU 
vatfon, he hath covered me with, the robe. of. 
jjighteoufnefs, as a bridegroom decketh himfelf 
with ornaments, and as a. bride adorneth.herfelf 
with her jewels. For as the earth, faringeth. 
forth her bud, and as the garden caufeth. the. 
things that are. fown. in it to fpring forth; fo. 
the Loud. God will caufe rightsoulhefs and 
praife to fpring forth before all the. nations*. 
(Ifa. Ixi. 10, II.) 

Do I ftill complain of Ipiritual dtihief^\ iln*. 
potency and, ingratitude? Let me further con-* 
fider the amjde contents of the promUe% and 
fee whether ingratitude itfclf will not be con- 
founded at the rehearfal of them. For docS: 
not Jehovah fey to me^ as well as to Abra- 
ham, 1 am thy fliield, and thine exceeding great 
reward? Does he not, in effefi^ invita me to 
take a view of a Jpiritual inhqritance, incor- 
ruptible, undefiled, and unfading, as he did to 
Abraham, concerning thfi terreffarial Canaan, who 
had nothing to truft in, mo|€ than myfelf 
' N 6 or 
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or any other fiofiri defccndant of Adam^ but 
the righteoufnefs of faith which was jQgnificd atui 
fealed to him, as it is to mc, by a divine or- 
4inance— ^' Lift up now thine eyes, and look 
from the place where thou art, northward, and 
fputhward, and eaftward, and weftward. For' all 
the heavenly land which thou feeft, to thee will 
I give it — Arife, walk thro' the promifed land 
in the lei^th of it, and in the breadth of it: 
for / ivill give it unto thee, *' M^'y I not ap- 
propriate the words of Mofes to Ifracl with a 
little: variation? " He is thy Praife^ and he is 
ttiy Godj^.tbat hath dpne for thee thefe great 
and marveloujly gracious things which thine eyes 
have feen/* And how reafonabic the following 
inference? ^* Therefore, thou flialt love the 
Lord thy God, and (as the beft expreffion of 
thy gratitude) keep his charge, and his datutes, 
and his judgments, and his commandments, al- 
way.** May I not, without prefumption, ap- 
propriate the words of Amafai to David, ** Peace, 
peace be unto thee, and peace be to thine 
helpers V for thy God helpeth thee.*^ Biit ain I 
afraid to admit this language, becaufe only al- 
Jufiye? Then let me attend to dfitlarations 
more direiUy defigned for the ufe of the church 
in all ages, and therefore /Z>r wz/«^, as a mem- 
ber of it. « Fear thou not, for I aiii with 
.thee J be not difmayed, for I am thy God \ I 
^will ftrengthen thee ; yea, I will help' thee j yea, 
I will uphold thee with the right hand of my 
rjghteoufnefs—For I the Lord thy God will 

hold 
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Bold thy right hand, faying unto thee. Fear not, 
1 wUl help thee— I will help thee (kith the 
Lord, and thy Redeemer, the Holy One of 
Ifrael.— Thou (halt fan thy fpiritual enemies^ and 
the wind fliall carry them away, and the whirl* 
wind (hall fcatterthem: and thou (halt rejoice 
in the Lord, and (halt glory in the Holy, One 
of Ifrael." And left a difcouraging furmilc 
(hould have room to intervene, he adds : " Whin 
the poor and needy feek water** to refrefli their 
fouls, *' and there is none" in the whole com- 
pafs of mere nature fuited to therr cafe, " and 
their tongue feileth for thirft, I the Lord will 
hear them, I the God of Ifrael will not for- 
fake them. I will xjpen rivers in high places, 
and fountains in the midft of the valleys/* 
(Ifa. xli. 10-18.) 

* Am I a baptized perfon ? Then I have the 
enlightening, inftrudting, and comforting influ- 
ences of the Spirit of promife^ exhibited for 
my ufsj with fuperaddid evidence and certainty. 
If earthly parents, who are evil, know how to 
give good gifts unto their children, how much 
more (hall my Father who is in heaven give 
good things, even the greateft of bleflings, his Holy 
Spirit, to them that a(k:him? And why not 
to me ? Have I any fcriptural, or any rational 
aground of fufpicion ? . Yes, the fame Lord who 
inftltuted water-baptifm, is ready to baptize me 
with the Holy Ghoft and with (ire. He will 
take of the things of Chrift and (hew them 
linto me. He is ready to guide me into all 

neceffary 
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i^f^ceifiiyy truth:; to com&rt m^ in ^ery trou-^ 
bki to Ih^ abroad the lave of the^Fathor in 
my foul; to reprove me of ewiy fiftj, to help 
Ipy infirmities; /to give m%> wiHom, and that 
Ubei^%^ without upbraiding; tor tca^h me thcr 
way of peace, holinefs, and fruitful living to 
tbe glory of God,. O my foul, what wo^deft 
^011 have more ? Doft thou complain of 
bsupdne& of heart, fo that thefe and the like 
prftCious^ Earoi3aife& do not afieft thee? Thca. 
r^iaemiJcr thaM: he will take away the ftony 
h!E«i|tvaM will bellow an heart of flefli. Pleads 
thit promife ; and that which ioVp^^ :. ^ This 
is. the covenant th^t I will, make with the houfe 
of Ifirael (of which houfe thou art, as a believer 
io Jefui) after thofc days, fajth the Lord: I 
will put my laws into their mind, and write 
them in theii^ hearts;, and 1 will he ui^o thenu 
a God, and they ftiall tie to me a people. 
And they (hall not teach every man his nei^- 
hour, aad* every man his tffother, faying,. Know 
the Lord: for all ftiall know me, frpm the^ 
' leaft to the greateft. For I will be merciful 
to their wrig^eoufnefs, and their fm& and their 
iniquities will I remember no mpre^' (Heb. 
viii. 10—12.) When I confider, therefor^ thatr 
thefe pwMQifes, grace and glory, and mery. gan^ 
things are exhibited and fealed by t£v] baptifaxi^. 
bow ihould the confideration of it operate as 
a powerfeii incentive to inceffant gratitude and^ 
thankfgiving! And 

§ 5» 3« What 
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§ 5. 3. What a call to npenUmct Aws& Aei 
dcvotit confideration of baptifin zfbxAf 

Am I a baptized perfim I Thea under what 
Ibletnn, What inconceivably flrong oHigatimt have 
the above benefits laid .me? For the greater 
the lienefits, the greater the obligationa. Axt 
the blefQngs fealed by baptiimi great,, glorious^ 
infinite, eternal realities ? The love o£ the Fa<* 
ther, the atonement and grace of the Son, the 
influences and fellowfh^ of the Spirit?: Pre- 
fent peace, and future glory? Prefent pardoa 
and everlafting life ? Then, have I given thefe 
bleffings h^Id forth in the promif^ and iealed 
to me hy baptifin, a fuitaUe reception ? Tho? 
directed and fent to me hy namey confirmed by 
the oaith and feal of God, how often have they 
been difregarded? How has the mpft infigni* 
ficant objed, the moft trifling ctrcumftance^ tl» 
moft uninterefting occurrence, or the. moft in- 
)!pid tale, engrofled my attentior^ v^kiilt t}ie^ 
fiiithful and merciful record of Jehovah has 
£3und no welcome ? The gracious meffiige from 
heaven, tho' worthy of ail acceptation, has long 
found me carele&, pertiaps wilfully ^norant^ 
hard-hearted, in love with folly, in kague with 
fin and hell. What fliall I fay? A prodigal 
fon, bent on my own ruin, and lifting up the 
heel of rebellion againft a gracbus God. Oh, 
that my head were waters, and mine eyes a 
fountain of tears, that I might weep at the re- 
membrance of thefe things T How do I deferve 
to be fed with the bread of ^ars, and td have 
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te^rs to drink in great meafure; for b-eaking 
thefe bands afunder> and cafting away thefe 
cords of obligation far from mc? Nay, Jf I 
^>eak of demerit, how do I deferve to be. caft 
into the hotteft hell, to fuffer cverlaftingly, for 
the mifimprovement of fuch aftonifhing love 
and mercy ? Would not my damnation be 
jt^? If the means of grace are enjoyed, and 
the grace of the means exhibited, what have I 
to fay againft the unfavourable fentence of my 
righteous. Governor and Judge? Am I not an 
unprofitable fervant ? Have I not bwried my 
talent in the earth? May not the Lord ap- 
peal to heaven and earth againft my ingrati* 
tude, as he once did againft Ifrael? " Hear, 
O heavens; and give car, O earth; for the 
Lord hath ^ken : I have nouriftied and- brought 
up a child^ and lie has rebelled againft me." 

But am I fo finful, laden with iniquity, evil 
and corrupt; have I fo forfaken the Lord, pro* 
voked the Holy One of Ifrael unto anger, and 
gone away backward, that there is no hope? 
1^0 ; for his mercy endureth for. ever. Even 
now am I told, that tho'- my fins be as fear- 
let, they (hall be as white as (how ; tbo' they 
be red like crimfon, they (hall be as wool» 
Behold, nam is tlie accepted time; behold, now 
is the day of falvation, O the riches, of divine 
grace, the unfearchable riches of Chrift ! Tho^ 
my fins be great, thy pardoning- love is greater* 
Tho* my crimes rife high, thy mercy is high- 
er. O the wonderful efficacy of the Redeemer's 

merits { 
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merits! The blood of Jefus Chrift cleanfeth 
from all fin. This my baptifm fealed unto 
me. And is it poffible that my hard heart 
ihould ftill remain unmelted, under the hot 
beams of divine unchanging love ? Does not ' 
every weapon drop from my rebellious hand? 
Does not evangelical forrow pierce my very 
foul ? Behold a debt of ten thoufand talents 
freely forgiven ! Tho' with my fins I have 
pierced the Lord of glory, yet looking to him, 
by faith in his blood, he removes my guilt, 
takes away all iniquity, loves freely, pours iftto 
my foul peace with God, and leads me to reft 
and refrcfhing joys for his name's fake. Thefe 
bkffings, fealed by baptifm, muft needs either 
aggravate my gui^t and mifery, or elfe promote 
genuine repentance. O that they may anfwer 
the purpofes of grace, and not of avenging Juf- 
tice } O my foul, defpifeft thou the riches of 
his goodnefs, and forbearance, and long fiiflSer- 
ing; not knowing that the goo4nefs of God 
leadeth thee Iq repentance? 

Mr. Matthew Henry well obfervcs : ** Our 
baptifm engageth us, not only to the ikft re- 
pentance from dead works, but to an after re-, 
pentance, as there » occafion. Our && wafli* 
ing in the laver of baptifm, obligeth us every 
day to wajh our feet (John xiii. lo.) from tlie 
pollutions we contrail*." And as there is on 
every, one baptized an Mgation to repent, fa 
he has the moft. abundant encouragements for it. 

For 

* Treatife oa Bapt, ^ 195* 
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For what is more defirabl^ to the guilty, thaiv 
pardon, fS-ee, full and cYcrlpfting? This was 
the encouragement Peter gave to the guilty 
Jews (Afts iii, 19.) " Repent ye therefore," 
(tho* ye- delivered up Jefus, and denied him in 
the prefence of Pilate j tiio^ ye denied the Holy 
One, and the Juft, and defired » mwderer to 
be granted unto you; and killed the Prince^ of 
life, whom God hath raifed frc«n the dead) re^ 
jpent,*" and be coaverted, th^tt your Jins may be 
bUtttd eufy when the time of refrefhing &alL 
come Ifrom the prefence of the Lord.** " While 
the hue and cry is out againl^ the malefaftor^,, 
he flies, but the proclamation of pardon brings, 
him in. This Kingdom of God (Matt. iv. 
17.) is come* nigh unto U5^; it wa$ in baptifnv 
applied u us in partuulary that the encouragcm, 
tnent might be paft difputef.'* / 
.-§ fy. 4. Thb devout confideration of bap- 
tifm i$ a powerful inducement to felf-didicQ'^ 
cation. If I am a ba^ized chridian,. I have been^. 
dedicated to Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, b^t 
his niinifter; fdr this is neceflarUy implied vet 
baptifm. Was thi» rights or was it not? Nay^ 
was it not a high priviUge^f If fo, it muft be 
right to approve of it, and to he tbanJ^ for it- 
Now in what way can this b^ 6oot.fi proper 
as by fiif'dediciftion ? Ratliav can a tlunkfiiL 
approbation of the baptifmal favour exift at all 
without it? Is not die withholding . of , ^us; 

trifeitel 
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tribute a virtual denial of its being a privi- 
lege ? But if the gofpei be a privilege to fallen 
man, its dire(5Hon to me in particular^ figned, 
fealed, and delivered, muft be a moft fiis^lar 
bleffing. I blefs thy glorious Name, O Lord, 
;that a covenant of mercy vras ever announced 
to any of mankind; to Adam, to Abclj to 
Enoch, to Noah, to Abraham, &c, but -what 
flijalll render unto thee, that this covenant has 
been, by a gracious providence, diredted unto 
nii ? Has terminated upon me^ fo undeferv-* 
jpj^ and finful ? Was there any thing in me 
that called for fuch difcrimination? What am 
I, or my father^s houfe, that I (hould be thus 
privileged? It is owing to a fovereign provi--^ 
dence that nay lot is not Caft among American 
Indians, or the Savages of Africa; and it is 
owing to fovereign grace that England is illu«* 
minated with the Sun of Righteoufnefs. When 
I think on thefe things, and the numberlefc 
bleffings therewith connciSled; when I confider 
that I have been minifterially dedicated to the; 
only living and true God, and Saviour of men, 
according to hU wiU\ I fay again, what (hall 
I render unto the Lord? What have I which ^ 
I have not received? What- tribute can my- 
grateful heiOt bring unto the Lorc^ which is 
not his own already ? Yet he will not dc- 
^ife what I britig him of his own. By the 
ma*cies of God, I will and do prdTent, nofc 
only my hody^ b^t my jhul alfo, a living facrf. 
fice unto God, which is my reafooaMe fervice* 

Aoi 
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Am I not his in all remits? Not to give up 
myfelf to him then, is to commit robbery and 
focrilege. I am not only the work of his 
hand, and the (heep of his ptfture, but alfo am 
redeemed, not with corruptible things, as filver 
and gold, but with the precious blood of Chrifl:.- 
How reafonable and juft, therefore^ a voluntary 
and affftSHonate furrender of myfelf, to- my God 
and Saviour ? And what exercife can equal it, 
cither in pleafure or frofit ? Is it a pleafure to 
the honeft mind to pay a juft debt ? Or to 
the generous mind to make reftitutioa? Un- 
ipeakably more is the pleafure and fatisfa£Hon 
I have in giving up myfelf^ without fear or 
referve, to the God of love and grace. How 
delightful the thought, that I am not my own I 
I am bought with a. price; I have been de- 
livered up to my proper owner; and now^ 
with inexpreffible complacency, I - acknowledge 
my being the rightful property of my Redeemer. 
Oh that I may be found, while I have breath 
or being, glorifying God in my body, and in 
my fpirit, which are Grod's ! And, furely, as 
it is delightful, fb it is profitable. While I re- 
fign all, I obtain all; but while I kept myfelf 
t» myfelf, I had neither pleafure nor. profit. I 
was then a ftranger to my heft intereft. Now 
appears, with peculiar force and Beauty, the 
Vife man*s paradox: " There is that fcattereth^ 
and yet increafeth;; and there is that withbold-^ 
eih more than is meet, but it tendeth to po*- 
Yerty." And again : " There is- that .maketh 

himfelf 



,y Google 



Ch. 6. . • PraSfical lUfieSiionu 285 

TiimTelf rich, yet hath nothing ; there is that 
maketh himfclf poor, yet hath great riches/* 
■(Provr, xi. 24. xiii. 7.) 

Do I f^ill find refervednefs or floth, fpread- 
ing their banefql influence over my foul? Am 
I ttill waiting for more powerful inducements? 
Behold ! another inducement prefents itfelf— 
•one that may ^well fill me with everlafting 
wonder. The AU-fufEcient God, (how fhall I 
•cxprefs myfelf?) Jehovah ^/Wx himfelf to mc. 
Aftoniftiing convejrance ! * I will be thy Gody 
fays he! He confirms it with his oath, and 
ratifies it with his feaL Does the Lord, by a 
covenant grant, make ovcr^ his gforious felf to 
me ' as my portion ? This is furdy an irrefif- 
tible motive. What fort of a grant is it? 
Not an imaginary or a feigned, but a real and 
^f^r* grant. I may venture, I iw«i/ ventui^ ten 
thoufand fouls, were they mine^ on the finccrity 
and truth of it. If it be not a truth, that I as 
a hafti%ed perfon am privileged with this -cove- 
nant grant, 1 will be thy God; then I may 
quefiion whether the fun ever fhone upon Bri- 
tain on a fummer's day. Lord, in return take 
fole pofleflion of me! Make me thy living 
temple j let^my favoured heart be the throne oJF 
thy reigning grace; let it be my fwcet employ, 
thro' time and eternity, to behold, with open 
face, as in a glafs— the gofpel mirror— the 
glory of the Lord, as my covenant portion; 
that I may. be changed into his lovely image, 
. ' fipom 
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from glory, to glory, as by the Spirit of die 
Lord. 

§ 7* 5. The devout confid«ration of bapttfm 
is a fuitable and ftrong motive to univec&l ho* 
lineff. To be baptizedy is to be devoted to a 
conformity mth Chrift. Which confifts in the 
ddlni£Uon of the body of fin, and a life of 
purity, beavenly-mindedneis, and fpiritual liberty. 
By this ordinance of initiation, methinks, the 
Lord fays, with peculiar emphafis, ^ Be ye 
holy, for I am holy/' To the chriftian church 
fet apart to himfelf by the initiating rite, he 

' in efieft fays, ^^ Ye are a chofen generation^ a 
ft)yal priefthood, an holy nation^ a peculiar 
peqple: that ye (hould ihew forth the praifes of 
him who hatfi called you out of darknefs into 
his marvellous light: which in time pad were 
-not a people^ but are now the peo{^ c^ God: 
wtuch had not obt^uned mercy, but now have 

. <A)tained mcrc^. Dearly beloved, as firang^ 
and pilgrims, abftain from fleihly lufts,^^ which 
war ;^ainft Ae foul ; that aU around you may, 
by your good works whidi tbey fhaU behold, 
^rify God in the day of vifitation." (i Pet. 
ii. 9— X2*} What is the end of our i&^/y.r//r- 

« giotty of which baptifin is the badge? Is. it 

. not, ** that we (hould be holy aiM .without 
blame before «/r Ar<w;^»i^ /i?/i&^r in Jove?'* Tiiat 
we may be {mfented 'V holy and unblamea)}le, 
and unreproveable in his fight?'* That we 
Should be ^ faved from our fins," and " re- 

• dtemed from all iniquity ?'* Let me, there- 

for^ 
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fore> ^ gird up the loins of my mind, be fo. 
ber and hope to the end for the grace that -is 
to be brought unto me at the revelation of 
Jefus Chrift ; as an obedient chUd, not fafluoii"- 
ing myfelf according to the former lufts in my 
ignorance : But as he who hath called me is 
}K>Iy, fo may I be holy in all manner of con- 
Viifation* Becaufe it is written, Be ye iK^y, 
fiw I ara holy." (i Pet. i. 13—16.) ^ 

** We arc by our baptiCtnal covcnait," fays 
Mr. HEtritY) ^ oU%ed to mortify fin» md in 
baptifm receivt the promife of the Holy Ghofi; 
for that porpofe. JFe are bttried by baptifm^ 
i. e. we are, in prpfeffion and Mgathny quite 
feparat^d ^ (nit off from £n ; as thofe ,who 
are not only dead, but buried, are quite parted 
from the living, and have no more any imer- 
courfe, corre^ndence or f^owfliip with th^m. 
We are likewife rifen again to anodic fort of 
Mfe. Not as i^e widow's fon, and Laasdrus, 
were raifed, to live juft fuch a life, as they lived 
before, but as Chrift was railed; who, tho' he 
continued on earth forty ^ays after his refur- 
re£tion, did not ttucff himfelf qpseniy, nor con» 
verfe with this world as he had done; but his 
life was ;^ogether heavenfy, and no m<m in 
the world. Thus our baptifin, MigtHg us to 
die to fin, and live to righteoufnefe, we may 
' be fidd therein to be buried, and rifen with 
Jefus Chrift. A chriftian, therefore^ who is by 
bq[>tifm buried with Cluift, and yet lives in 
fin, is like a walking ghoft^^ or the frightful, 

motion 
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motion of a dead body. We (hoidd often re- 
member, that we are buriedj i. e. cut off fix)m 
a life of fin ;• and riferty i. e. entered upon a 
life of holinefs. We (houJd therefore fee i^ 
(faith the excellent Davenant,) that what is 
done once facramentally, in baptifm, ;/&^iyi^ he 
always done really, in the life*," Lord, grant 
mc the prevailing aids of thy Holy Spirit, that I 
may reckon myfelf to be dead indeed unta fin, 
tut alive unto God tliro' Jefiis Chrift our Lord. 
That fin may never reign in my mortal body, 
that I fliould obey it in the lufls thereof. 
May I never yield my members, as inflruments^ 
of unrightcoufiiefs imtb fin; b^t may I yield 
myfelf unto God, as one aKve from the dead, 
and my membiers as inftnmients of ri^teouf- 
nefs unto God— fervants to rightcoulhefs, unto 
holinefs. That now being made free fiom fin, 
and become a fervant to God, I may have my 
fruit unto holinefs, and the^ ^d everlafting life. 
(Rorti. vi.) •/ 

§ 8. 6. Baptism may be in^oved as a pro- 
per incitement to exemplary ^ligence. 

Am I a baptized perfon ? Then let me an- 
fwer the great ends of my baptifm, to fight 
the good fight of feith— not uncertainly as. one 
beating the air, but with steal according to 
knowledge— run the race fet before me; prefs 
toward the mark of my high calling of God 
in Chrift r redeem the time; work while it is 
day, for the night comtth when no man can 

work; 

• Treatife on Baptifro, p. '174, 175, 
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work; be diligent in bu(inefS| ferveht in fpirif^ 
ferving the Lord. May he into whofc fervice 
I am enlifted, into whofe vine^rd I am fent» 
and to whom I am accountable, caufe me to 
" abound in faith and all diligence.** Oh that 
I may " (hew growing diligence to the full af- 
furance of hope unto the end ; that I be not 
flothful, but a follower of them who thro* faith 
and patience inherit the promifes/' (Heb. vi. 
ijy.12.) " Baptifm is a talent," fays Mr. Hen* . 
RY, " which muft be traded with, and accounted 
for. It is a price put into the hand to ^ get 
wifdom: and with this, as with other talents, 
the charge is, Occupy till I come. By working 
upon our fouls a fenfe of the obligations we 
are laid under by our baptifm, we put this ta- 
lent into the bafik^ and, if we were not wanting 
to ourfelves, might receive from it the blefled 
ufury of a great deal of comfortj and holinefs*.'* 
To further my holy diligence in thofe works 
and ways, to which my baptifm was defigned 
to lead me, let me often. recoUep, and be deeply 
imprefled by thefe truly wife maxims : " He 
becometh poor that dealeth with a flack handj 
but the hand of the diligent maketh rich. He 
that gathereth in fummer is a wife fon; but he 
that fleepeth in harveft — the harueji of his chrif- 
tian profejfton — is a fon that -caufeth (hame." 
(ProY. X. 4, 5.) 

Alas ! how many ignorant and flothful pro- 
feffors muft one day take; up this bitter la^ 
Vol. II. O mentation \ 

/ * Treatife on BaptifiDy p. i6i. 
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mentation; <* The harvcft is paft, the fummer 
is ended, and we are not faved." (Jer. viii. 
ao.) Often have we been exhorted to pve all 
diligence to make our calling and ele^ion fure: 
But we ftood againft every call, carelcfs and 
unmoved. We flattered ourfelves that we p(f 
fejed , a talent, while yet it lay unimproved. 
« How many baptized perfons are there,** as 
Mr. Henry juftly obferves, *^ who arc altoge- 
ther ftrangers to the covenants of promife ? 
Who look , upon baptifm only as a thing of 
courfc; nothing mor^ than the cuftom of the 
country? No wonder they do not improve 
that which they do not mderftand. Baptifin 
being the badge of our profeffion, to underftand 
that is to underftand our holy religion ; the na- 
ture, duties, pri\^ileges, and defigns of it ; to all 
of which our baptifm doth fome way or other 
refer. It is fad to confider, what ignorance of 
thefe, reigns, even in the chriftian world 5 and 
how many are little better than baptized hea- 
thens f.*' Neverthelefs, " The Lord hath done 
great .things for us, whereof we are glad. 
Turn again our captivity, O Lord, as the 
flreams in the fouth.*' (Pfa. cxxvi. 3, 4.) Some 
who are called by thy name underftand, 
and gratefully acknowledge, the great things 
thou haft don6 for them, and the ineftimable 
privileges conferred upon themj but others con- 
tinue the deluded captives of fin and Satan. 
Oh that thy Spirit may be poured upon all 

flcTh; 

f lb. p. 167, i6S, 
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flefti! Then fliall the wiMeraefs be turned 
into {landing water, and dry ground into w^ter- 
fprings, (Pfa. cvii. 35.) " Then the eyes of tlie 
blind fliall be opciwd, and the e^s of the deaf 
fl^all be unftopped. Then ihall th&lqme man Iea{> 
as an hart, and the tongue of the dumb Stngi 
for in the wildemefs fhall waters break out^ 
and ftrcams in the dpfert." (Pfa, xxxy^ 5, 6.) 
Then fliall our fruit be holinefs to the Lord \ and 
it fliall be found, /^ fome an hundred-fold, fome 
fixty-fold, fome thirty-fold," -to the praijfe and 
glory of God; and |the end everlafting j life. . 

§ 9* (a) Let us now proceed to a devout 
and rational improvement of baptifm as received 
in INFANCY. One very juftly obferves, "When 
an ordinance comes to be difputed — it is com- 
monly negleSied^ or flightly attended) by the ge- 
nerality of people; and lies between them like 
a controverted ejlate^ concerning which fome« 
thing is done to maintain the fuit^ but little to 
manure ^nd improve the land. Men think it 
a fufficient plea for their finful negledls in fuch 
cafes, That it i^ a difputable thing, and till all 
be agreed upon the point, they hope they may 
be allowed to fit ftill and look on, and then 
engage when they fee what fide will prevail. 
Thus difputes about the minijiry^ have made 
the ways of Zion to mourn, for the fewnefs 
of thofe that come to the folemn aflemblies. — 
This is, generally, the cafe of the ordinance of 
baptifmr--pcople -have, had it con^monly buzzed 
in their ears; that feeing the lnf?nt-(ubje<as of 
b 2 that 
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that adminiftration are incapable of underftanding 
it, and making prefent adual improvement, there 
is little reafon to retain the prance of tliat^ 
vhich feems fo barl-en, and unprofitable. ^ But 
holy men, who have made it their ftudy to 
dive into the nature and ufe of all ordtnances, 
and to work upon their own hearts by them, 
have, for many ages no doubt, drawn abun- 
dance of fandifying influence from it, and the 
frinciples and grounds upon which it hath 
been adminiftered ; and* thofe of this age who 
have had the holy wifdom to turn matters of 
difputt into pra&ice^ have been able to fay by 
their experience, in a manner, as the man bom 
blind, in the difpute between him and the Pha- 
rifees concerning Chriit, *^ It is a marvellous 
thing that ye know not from whence he is, and 
yet he hath opened mine eyes," (John ix, 30.) 
So they wonder it (hould ever enter into a 
difpute, Whether infant baptifm be of God^ 
or no \ feeing it hath been, by the fandifying 
influence of the Spirit of God, a conduit of 
abundance of gracious fupplies to them, for 
which they have had caufe to blefs God the 
longefi day of their lives. And the very ex- 
perience of this — is no fmall encouragement 
to them to own and value it; feeing it can- 
not eafily enter into their hearts, that God 
i)iould conyty fanSTifying influencesy for fo many 
years, by a miflaken and mifapplied ordinance; 
efpecially when the main efficacy of that ordi- 
nanife, in order to the mentioned eftefb, depends 

upon 
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upon that very circumftanct of age wherein it 
is charged to be mifapplied. For tho' it may 
in fome cafes be granted, that an ordinance 
adminiftered with fome confiderable circumftan- 
tial irregularities may fan(^fy ; yet that- thofe 
irregularities themselves ^ (hould be the channels 
of fandtifying grace, is not eafily imaginable. 
Now this is the cafe of infant baftifm. Many 
holy men, of many ages, have found their 
hearts warmed, and quickened, in the exercife 
of faith, repentance, love, thankfulnefs— by the 
confideration, not only of baptifm and the per- 
fonal covenant therein fealed, but alfo baptifm 
under the circumftance of infant adminiftration. 
— And, indeed, that the Spirit of truth fliould 
di£):ate, and the God of truth anfwer thofe 
. prayers, which are offered up on fo grofsly 
miftaken grounds as thofe of wiU^worJhipy (the 
crime generally charged on infant bajptifm,) (eems 
moft abfurd*,** 

But is not this, gentleman ftngular in his 
opinion? Is not the fuppofed advantage more 
in fpeculation than reality? Let the following 
language, uttered from the deliberate judgment of 
one whofe abilities as a divine, and whofe rational 
and Jincere devotion as a chriftian, few will quef- 
tion, determine : " There would not be fo much 
quarrelling about infata baptifm^ if there were 
but more care to make that pra£Ucal improve* 
ment of it which is required* It is owing to 
O 3 a 

* F«R»*t Dialogoe conceraing the Pradical VU ^ Infant- 
fitpu Epift, Dedicat. 
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a carnal hearty ih^t the benefit of it is not ob* 
tained, and then the thing itfelf it difputed^ 
In this circle many a poor foul hath been 
made giddy ; infant baptifm is queftioned, ^- 
caufe it is not improved *, and then it is not im- 
proved becaufe it is quejlioned. If any man fet 
himfelf ferioufly to do his tuiU in this matter, 
by a diligent and confcientious improvement of 
his baptifm, " he (hall know of the do£bine, 
whether it be of God, or whether we fpeak of 
ourfelves,'* (John vii. 17.)— Thore are w^/gr 
humble ferious chriftians, who can experimen- 
tally fpcak of the benefits of it.— For my own 
part, I cannot but take this oCcafion, to exprefs 
my gratitude to God for my in/ant baptifm^ 
not only as it was an early admiffion into the 
vifible body of Chrift, but as it fumiflied my 
pious parents vfith a good argument, (and 1 truft 
thro* grace, a prevailing argument,) for an early 
dedication of my own felf to God in my child- 
hood. If God has wrought anv good 
t^ORK tjpoN MY SOUL, I dcfire with humble 
thinkfulnefs to acknowledge, THE moral in- 
f'luence of mv infant baptism upon it*.'* 
§ 10. !• Was^^ I baptized in infancy f Then 
I liive 2Ln additional encouragement' to exercife 
FAitH upbn the promife, Wer6 I baptised but 
this dayy there would be in encouraging ground of 
faith, that the promife > is- unto <w^, figned, fealed, 
and delivered!; but when Vcoti&d&r that.&is^faim* 
dation of faith, the exhibited promife, has been 
.. : ,.. y.\ • ' . • . - ■• laidf 

• HiNiT*t Treat, on Bapt. p« 155^ 156, and p« iiS» 
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laid, and appropriated for my ufe, in infancy ; that 
the charter of conveyance has been inconteftibly 
fealeefy almoft as loon as I came to exijlencey it 
is a fuperadded encouragement. '* Btptifm feals 
the promife of God's being to me a God, fays 
Mr. Henry, and that is greatly encouraging j 
but infant baptifm encreafeth the encouragement, 
as it ajfures me of God's being the God of 
my fathers, and the God of my infancy,-^ 
Shall I queftion the kindnefs of one who is 
my own friend, and my father's friend? ■ The 
faithfulnefs of one, who was in' covenant with 
my fathers, and always true to them? It is 
a great fupport to faith, to confider, npt ^o;p.ly 
that God is my God, but that he was fo be* 
times. ^-^He who took me when I was brought^ 
furely will not caft me off when I come my- 
felf, tho' weak and trembling and unworthy.— 
He who began in ways of love and mercy to 
me fo early^ will not now be wanting to m^ 
or backward to do me good. — Loving- krnd^ 
nefles, which have been ever of old^ muit needs 
be very favourable to faith and hope*^" The 
nature of the gofpel grant is fuch, that the 
longer it Jlands as a matter of record, in fa- 
vour of the party baptixedy the ftronger and 
more- indubitable becomes his title to the things 
granted ; wherefore, the confideration of my be- 
ing baptized in my infancy is a cir,Guml|:^nq^ 
of encouragement to faith. Is it " ufual to 
iafert in the king's grants, that they are mad^ 
O 4 not 

• Ib» p. 101, . 303» f |. 
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aot at the fait of the grantee, tut ex JpeciaR 
gratia^ cert'a fdentta^ et mtro motu regis ; and 
then they have a more liberal conftruSion ?** 
But on the contrary, is it equity, and legal 
prudence— That *' a grant made by the king, 
ht the fuit (f the grantee^ (hall be taken moft 
beneficially for the king, and eigain/i the p^- 
tyfi**^ Let this illuftratc^the faperior advanta- 
ges of the grant being made in my infancy^ and 
fialed by baptifm, compared with what was ob- 
tained at the fuit of the grantee. It is true, 
the encouragement to faith is abundant every 
moment, to a returning (inner, from the gra- 
cious te/fimonyy the faithful record of Jehovah; 
but it IS more abundant in proportion to the 
early date when the title was figned and fealed. 
Lord, didft thou (ind me out, in the courfe 
of thy gracious pr6vidence, and caufe thine ex- 
ceeding great and precious promife of mercy, 
forgivcnefs and righteoufnefs, thy good Spirit 
■^nd eternal life, to terminate on my infancy? 
Didft thou thus find me out without my feek- 
ing or deferving ? How fi-ee and fovereign thy 
mercy ! Didft thou confer a legal right to 
thefe fpiritual and everlafting bleffings, by a deed 
of gifi^ dire<9:ed, figned, fealed, and ^delivered t$ 
me^ for my ufe and fervice, when 1 deferv«d 
no pity? Nay, when I defcrved to be caft out 
in4hd open field to the loathing of my per* 
fofi, to be paflcd by and I^fit polluted in my 
b^n bloody even then, in my tender infaqcy, in 

my 
f Bi.AcxiT« ComoatnU Vol« I|« B« JI, chap* xxU § t* 
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helplefs and wretchfcd ftate, thou haft had com- 
paffion upon me. Oh, the covenant care^ the 
unparalleled kindnefs, of my heavenly Father! 
Let me take the account from his own lips: 
** When I paflcd by thee, and faw thee pol- 
luted in thine own blood, I faid imto thee 
when thou waft in ^thy blood, Live ; yea, I 
faid unto unto thee when thou waft in thy 
blood, Live— Now when I paffed by thee, and 
looked upon thee, behold, thy time was the 
time of love: and I fpread my fkirt over thee, 
and covered thy nakednefs : yea, I fware unto 
thee, and entered into a covenant, faith the 
Lord God, and thou becameft mine. Then 
walhed I thee with water/' (Ezek. xvi. 6, 8, 
9.) Aftoniftiing favour! And tho' I have not 
come up to my privileges, and " have not re- 
membered the days of my youth, but have fret- 
ted the Lord in ^l thefe things, and defpifed 
the dath in breaking the covenant,'' he' ftill 
adds, " Neverthclefs, I will remember my cove- 
nant with thee, in the days of thy 3routh, and 
I will eftablifti unto thee an everlafting covenant. 
Then thou (halt remember thy ways and be 
aftiamed — And I will eftablifh my covenant with 
thee '^ and thoii (halt know that I am ' the 
Lord; that diou mayeft remember and be con- 
founded, and never open thy mouth any more 
becaufe of thy (hame, when I am pacified to- 
ward thee for all that thou haft don^ faith the 
Lord God.'* (Ezek. xvi. 60-63.) 

One well obferves : '« The faints are many 
05- timc3 
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timet faux to appeal from conditional profiaifes 
and comforts to ah/olutey.viz. Th.t freenefs of— 
juftifying and renewing grace in the. refpeftivc 
declarations and offers of them; upon the fame 
reafon may they have recourfe to infant bap- 
tifm; the mod lively reprefentation and obfig- 
nation of both thefe.— This therefore being 
their refuge, if God's feal add^^ as it doth un- 
doubtedly U usj any certainty to his word; 
then, furely, for fuch perfons to reflefl upon 
the feal of baptifm adminiftered to them in in- 
fancy, muft littAs fortify them in that refuge.— 
I now treat, not of confiderations prevailing 
with God, but confiderations working upon us; 
not fuch as further him in point of faitbfuU 
nep^ but fuch as further us in point of faith. 
Now fuch things may be of precious ufe to 
»j, as are not of a like influence upon God. 
All the arguments ' we urge in prayer do not 
at all move God, but only fortify o\xx^ faith to 
depend upon him. So he»e, tho' God bave a 
like reafon in himfelf to move him to take 
care of a foul that became one of his family 
but yejlerdayy as of one that hath • been in his 
famUy forty yean or upwards ; yet it muft needs 
be a -more rational encouragement to us to depend 
upon him, now that we have been -related fi 
long to him, than . it would be to have begun 
a relation but yefterday*." This early relation 
was a peculiar encouragement to David's faith, 
when he faid, " Thou art he that took me. 

out 

• Toid's Dialogue!, uf fi^a, p» 39, 40, 41* 
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out (^ the womb ; thou didft maki^ me hope^ 
whea I was upon my mother's breads. I was 
cafl upon thee from the womb : thou art my 
God from my mother's belly. Be not hs^ 
from me, for trouble is near: for there is none 
to help." (Pfa. xxii. 9— n.) " Tho* every 
one that is ar child of a believer, had formerly^ ^ 
and ftill hath, a covenant right to God before. 
circumcifion and baptifm ; and fo every fuch. 
peffon circumcifed or uncircumcifed, baptia^d or 
unbaptized, at lead as long as the negle£): is. 
not his own fault, hath t\it fame plea which 
we have been fpeaking of, yet he hath it not 
to urge with the fame evidence and ground of 
ajfurancey as he, that can plead the covenant 
with tht feal^ hath — otherwife, it niuft needs' 
follow, that the facraments add nothing at all 
to the covenant in point of certainty and <!//• 
ckncej which I think no fober chriftian will af- 
firm*.'' 

§ II. a. Was I baptized in infancy? Then 
I have an additional incentive to gratitude. How 
highly have I been honoured^ how greatly be*^ 
nefited ? For from that early period has thei 
pardon of fin, -free falvation, eternal life, with 
every new covenant blefling, been fealed to me^ 
Had every circumcifed Ifradite, when grown up,^ 
fpecial caufe of gratitude for the particular cir- 
cumftance of infant circumcifion ? Sa have I 
for my infant baptifm^ What a vifible relation 
was (hen condituted between me and God in 
6 ehrifli 

* Iby p^ 49.. 
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Chrift! Was I then incapable of underftanding^ 
the nature and force of the obligations vinder 
which I was laid i So was a circumcifed in- 
fant ; but the obligation was firm notwithftand- 
ing« He became from that time forth addi-* 
tipnalfy bound, in duty and in gratitude, to the 
Lord. O my foul, art thou e\'er difpofixl 
to undervalue this privilege? Blufh at thy. in- 
gratitude. If to be dedicated to God in bap- 
tifm when an infant, was not a privilege, what 
was I I may fafely challenge ingratitude itfdf 
to fliew, that any benefit greater than this was 
or could be ever conferred upon me by my 
parents^ When my ungrateful heart is ready 
to fay, ff^at pro/it is there in infant baptifm? 
Let it again refleS, fThat profit i§ there hi aduh 
baptifoi which is not more than counterbalanced 
. by the former ? I fay it again, to be baptizied, 
when an infant, is the greate/i external privilege of 
which infancy is capable. And if at any time 
this is queilioned, let me inquire what is a 
greater ? If a greater there is, let it be pro- 
duced, and it (hall fuffice. If not, let deferved 
gratitude glow in my breaft for the diftinguifhing 
favour, I was then added, to the church, that 
I might he faved. I was then conflitHted a 
vifible iftmber of Chrift, that / might be con- 
Jormed to him. I was then put in the way I 
ftiould go, that, when grown up, / might not depart 
from it. I was then vifibly ingrafted into Chrift^ 
that I mtght bring forth much fruit, and^ thus be 
found his approved difciple. Are not thefe high 
privileges } And e/pecially when I confider that 

there 

Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Ch, 6. PraSfUal RifieSlions. jof 

there was in me nothing meritorious to demaiad, 
nothing amiable to folicit thefe privileges. Tliis 
time of my efpoufals, was indeed a time of 
unmerited, unfolicited love. From a ftate of 
diftance I was brought near. From a ftranger 
I was made a fellow-chixen with the faints, 
and of the houfehoU of God. Not lefs fo than 
any circumcifed Ifraelite. All thefe privileges,, 
let me not forget that, are of the nature of 
meam. May I therefore not only cultivate a 
grateful fpirit, at the remembrance of all thy 
benefits, O Lord my God, but alfo be careful 
to exprefs my gratitude by a proper ufe of 
thefe beneficial means j that I may apprehend 
that for which I was apprehended of Chrift 
Jefus. 

§ 12. 3. Was I baptized in infancy? Surely, 
then, my mifcomings, tranfgreffions, and back- 
flidings, are levelled at a circumffance of di- 
vine goodnefs that makes the call to repentance 
much louder. The goodnefs of God leadeth 
to repentance. Every cord of obligation that 
is broken, enhances guilt. The fins of a perfon 
greatly privileged are crying fins. Every time, and 
in every infbnce, that I have aded unworthy 
of my baptifm, I^ have been guilty of breaking 
a cord of divine l^dnefsi So far have I 
fhaken off the yoke, ^e eafy yoke of Chrifl^ 
from my neck. 

Now that Infant haptifm has the advantage 
oyer adult baptifm, in promoting r^pentance^ or 
godly forrow for fin, I tliink appears from the 

following 
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following cxtrafb oil the fuhjeit : *< Whcnr God 
aggravate! the fin of hili pedple Ifrael,(Ezdc^ xvi.) 
under the fimilitude jof a child taken into his 
fpccial care from the vjery Womb, he lays a fiiffi- 
cicnt ground for the.<ieducjng of this conclufion ; 
That for any perfon or people, fo related to 
God from infmcy^ is he . there expreffeth, to 
depart from God by finning againft him, is a 
very great aggravation of fin.— Suppofe God 
therefore pleading againft any 'finner of the Jews' 
nation in the ftrain of that chapter, and you will 
fee it yield as great aggravations of perfonal fins 
as national. Thou — in the day in which thou 
waft bom waft naked, and in thy blood, utterly 
naked and deftitute of opiginal righteoiufnefs, and 
defiled with the ftain and guilt of original fin, 
an obje<a of loathing and abhorrency to a pure 
and holy God as I am; yet when I pafled by 
thee, ah4 faw thee polluted in thine own blood, 
I faid untQ thee, when thou waft in thy blood. 
Live ; yea, I faid unto thee, when thou waft in 
thy blood. Live. When I pafl^ed by thee and 
looked upon thee, behold I (and wonder at my 
goodnefs therein) thy time (even that time) was^ 
9 time of love, and I fpread my fkirt over thee, 
and covered thy nakednefs; yea, I fware to 
thee, in circumcifton^ and entered into covenant 
with, thee, faith the Lord^ and thou becameft 
mine, and 1 waftied thee with water, &c. and 
bre<i thee at my coft, under my ordinances^ from 
that day, yet haft thou forgotten all this kind- 
nels, and rebelled againft me. Alter tlie word 
€ircumci{tpn into baptifmy and make the applica- 

tioa 
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tjon ta yourfelf, and then fee whether it dotk 
"not afford a cuttmg aggravation of fin. Ana- 
baptifm yields no fuch aggravation of iin, foE 
it allows no man any fpecial relation to <jod, 
1^0 covenant, no engaging ordinance, no peculiar 
covenant mercy, till aftual faith, i. e. till years 
of jdifcretion*." 

Another ** ground of humiliation from in- 
fant baptifm, is fi"om the confideration of the 
apoflacy that, upon that account, is in the bowels 
of every fuch perfon's fin, as was then admitted 
into covenant with God. And methinks I may 
to very good purpofe write bitter things againft 
fins of youth upon this ground. Ah wretch! 
did God enter thee in his fcbool, nay, admit 
thee into his family from a child ; did he in 
much mercy make thee a covenanter with him- 
ielf ?— And yet, for all this, thou haft no fooner 
been able to fjpeak or go, but thou haft fpoken 
lies againft him, and gone aftray from him* 
Yea, fmce thou haft been capable of under- 
ftanding thy way, thou haft, contrary to the 
duty of thy natural allegiance, entered into a 
contrary covenant, and confederacy with the 
devil and death, and thine own lufts 3 and 
ijfiaintained a war with this God, with abun- 
dance of youthful heat and a<5^ivity. — O fin- 
ner I remember from whence thou art fallen^ 
and repent, and renew thy covenant with God^ 
before, by more rivetted and aggravated apofla- 
cies, thou provoke him to—deal with thee, as 

thou 

• FoR»*s Dialogue, utfupra, p, 49— 51* 
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thou haft dealt with him. — Luther tells us a 
ftory of a virgin that was wont to refift temp- 
tations with this anfwer, Baptizata Juniy I am 
baptized^ Satan, and being wajbed^ Jhall I with 
the fiw wallow in the mire again ? I confeft 
this is a prevalent caution from the general 
confideration of baptifm ; but I am much mif- 
taktn if it conclude not more forcibly^ when 
ftrengthehed vsrith this fpeci'al circumftance of 
the time of the adminiftration which we are 
now handling. Thus : Shall I fin againft an 
ancient friend, mine and my father's God? 
Shall I fell the inheritance of my fathers ? (j 
Kings xxi. 3, 4.) Forfake my father's friend ? 
(Prov. xxvii. 16.) — Shall I now forfake my 
mafter in whofe houfe I was born, and" admit- 
ted to the privileges of his family as foon as I 
was born ? Shall I now be reconciled to fin, 
to which I was a fwom enemy from my mo- 
ther's breaft? God did me the greateft [exter- 
nal] kindnefs I was capable of in my infancy, 
and what wrong hath he done me fince that 
time, that I fliould now entertain a motion of 
unfaithfulnefs to him? God hath been my 
mafter thefe fourfcore years (faid old Polycar- 
pus) and he hath all this while done me no 
hurt, and ftiall I forfake him now ? Surely all 
the arrows in the quiver of Anabaptifm will 
not pierce fo deep into the heart of a tempta- 
tion as tlus will J." 

" Can I do otherwife than melt into tears of 

godly ' 
J lb, p. 51, 5«, 54, 55, 
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godly forrow, fays the pious Mr. Henry, wheiv 

1 refleft that I was baptized in infancy? 
For if fo, then, by fin I have iJl requited God's 
iarly kindnefs to me. I have offended my God, 

^and the ,God of my fathers, who, upon my 
father's account, dealt fo favourably with me;* 
It is often mentioned as an aggravation of fin, 
that it is againft the God of our fathers : thus 

2 Chron. vii. 22. " Becaufe they have* forfaken 
. the God of their fathers." So, 2 Ghron. xxviii. 

6. — Loved when a child, and yet revoking, and 
dealing treacheroufly ! When we were polluted . 
and expofed, then regarded, pitied, taken up, 
waflied, adorned, taken into covenant, adopted 
into a good family; and was not that a time 
of love? love fealed, love enfured, preventing 
love, unmerited love ? What ! and yet defpilq 
fuch rich love, fpurn at fuch bowels ! Do ye 
thus requite the Lord? Is this thy kindnefs to 
thy friend? How fliould we charge this home 
upon our fouls in our repentance, and blufli 
for our ingratitude ? Nourijhed^ and brought upy 
and yet rebelling ! — Bom in his houfe, brought 
up in his family, brought betimes under his 
law, and yet (baking off the yoke, and burfting 
the bonds ! Did God take me into covenant 
with himfelf, when I was a childj and look 
upon me ever fince as a covenanter; and yet 
no fooner have I been able to go, than I have 
gone from him? to fpeak, than I have fpoken 
to his diflionour? — Thofe who are not bap-. 
tize4 till years of difcretion, have no fuch con- 

fiderations 
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fiderations, to humble them for the finful va- 
nities of childhood and youth, as they have^ 
who were baptized in their infancy. Let this 
therefore break our heart for the fins "of our 
youth*." 

§ 13. 4. Was I baptized in Infancy? Then 
I have a fuperadded inducement to dedicate my^ 
felf to the Lord. I was dedicated by my pa- 
rents, and by thy miniftering fervant. Lord, 
and now I would teftify my approbation of 
what they did on my behalf, by giving up my^ 
feljy which is my reafonable fervice, to thee as 
fny Lord and my God. So far am I from 
queftidning the natural right of my parents over 
me, or the propriety of their giving up that 
fight to thee, as the God of grace^ that I bkft 
thy n^me for giving them the opportunity and 
inclination fo to do. I would be thankful, that 
a minifter was applied to on the occafion ; that 
he complied; that what was thus done on 
earth, was confirmed in heaven ; that my lot 
was caft among chriftians, to whom arc com- 
mitted the oracles of God ; and that my un:. 
profitable life is thus prolonged. What method 
fliall I adopt to exprefs my grateful feelings ? 
I will take the cup of falvafion, and call upon 
the name of the Lord. I will pay my obliga- 
tions to the moft High, by the aids of his 
grace, in the beft manner I am able. O Lord 
my God, ** I blefs thee for my creation, prc- 
fcrvation, and all the bleflings of this life; but 

above 

• Treat, on Bapt. p. 197— 199^ 
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above all, for thine incftimable love in the re- 
demption ^of the world by our Lord Jefus Chrift ; 
for the means of gracc^** and particularly my 
infant haptifniy by which I was dedicated to thy 
mercy, proteftion, and fervice, ** and for the 
hope (rf glory. And I befeech thee give me 
that due fenfe of all thy mercies,*' and efpeci- 
ally that holy ordinance whereby I was initiated 
as a member of thy church, " that my heart 
may be unfdgnedly thankful; and that I may 
Ihew forth thy praife, not only with my lips, 
but in my life; by giving up myfelf to thy fer- 
vice, and by walking before thee in holinefs 
and righteouihcfs all my days, thro' Jefus Chrift 
my Lord.'* 

§ 14. 5. Was I bapti^Jed in infancy? What 
an additional obligation and motive to cultivate 
univerfal h^inefs ! Shall I embrace and cheriCh 
now, what was fo' long ago and ever fince pro- 
hibited? Shall I not " renounce the devil and 
all his works, the pomps and vanities of this 
wicked world, and all the finful lufts of the 
flefti,'* feeing thefe things arc contrary to the' 
prder, peacc^ and harmony of the houfe in 
which ' I was brought up ? Have I from a 
^/Vy borne the tlame of Chrift? Is not this 
a grea,t honour? Let me then deteft every 
thing ^hichhas the leaft tendency to difcredit 
fo- honoura&le a connexion. Having been brought 
mp in the houfe of God, fhdl I forget that 
IMinafs' becbmbth^ it for tvtri Having been 
brbu^t 19. ki a palacci the church of the 

living 
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living God, which be hath: built fdr the houie 
of his kingdom, by the might of his unrivalled 
power, and for the honour of his glorious ma« 
jcfty; and (hall I embrace dimghills ? Was I 
pointed out by name, ^ while an infant, as an 
inUndsd Jervant of the King of Glory; and 
(hall I now reft (atisfied w^th a ftate of bon- 
dage to fin and Satan ? Was I then) fo be- 
times, called to holinefs ; and fiiall I continue 
ftill under this deftruftive vafialage ? Was I, 
when an helplefs infant, guilty and polluted, 
adopted by n^y heavenly father, • to the intent 
that fin might not have dominion over me; 
. that I might be in the way of holinefs and 
happinefs ; and (hall not this be a motive for 
' me to perfe^ holinefs in the fear of God? • 

" Is Ifrael a fcrvant ? is he a home-bom 
flave ? why is he fpoiled ?" Am I a child, 
brought up in God's houfe 5 why then am I. , 
fo deftitute of holinefs ? Where is the robe of 
righteoufnefs, the garment of falvation, and the 
beauty of holinefs? This is the proper dre& 
of the family. « Whence came I, then^ to be. 
^' wretched, and miferabJe, and poor, and blind,, 
and naked?'* This is not the fault of my hea- 
venly father, and his houfe is well fumiftied 
with every needful fupply. O my foiil, " Haft 
thou not procured this unto thyfelf, in that- 
thou haft forfaken the^ Lord thy God, when he 
kd thee by the way ^— Thine own ^mckedaefe. 
(hall correa thee, and thy backflidings (hall 
reprove thee: know therefore and fi5e» that h 

is 



,y Google 



Ch. 6. Pra^ical kifleSlhns. 309 

is an evil thing and bitter that thou haft for« 
faken the Lord thy God, and that my fear in 
not in thee, faith the Lord God of Hofts. 
For of old time I have broken thy yoke, and 
burft thy bands. I had planted thee a noble 
-^ne, wholly a rig^t feed: how then art thou 
turned into the degenerate plant of a ftrange vine 
tinto me," faith the Lord? ** How canft thou 
fay, I am not polluted? — Wilt thou not from 
this time cry unto me. My Father, thoii art 
the guide of my youth ?^i— Turn, O backfliding 
children, faith the Lord, for I am married unto 
you." Turn, O my foul, from the forbidden 
and dangerous paths of fin, to the King's high- 
road of holinefs ; and the rather, hecaufe there 
thou haft been placed, and oughteft to have 
walked, from the beginning. Return, O prodi- 
^1, to the holy rules and precious privileges of ^ 
thy Father's houfe; and^ the rather, becaufe it is, 
the houfe of thy infancy. The Holy God, is 
the God of thy infency; the Holy Saviour, is 
the Saviour of thy infancy ; the holy church, is 
the' houfe of thy infancy; the holy angels, are 
the guards of thy infancy; and thy holy bap- 
tifm was a folemn and exprefs entrance on all 
thefe holy relations and conneftions. Where, 
fore, let hoBnefs to the Lord be my motto^ refult- 
ing from my baptifm ; and let the confidera- 
tion of my infant baptifm give it a peculiar em- 
phafis and powerful influence on my mind. 

§ 15. 6. Was I privileged with chriftian bap- 
tifm in my infancy f Then let m« improve 

my 

Digitized by VjOOQIC 



jio . Pra^ical RffUilUns. Ch. 6. 

my privilege for more exemplary diligence. " As 
we are chriflians, we have n6t only temptations 
to be refilled, and fins to be avoided, but 
work to be done; great and necei&ry work, for 
God and our fouls, and eternity.— Noi;^ nothing 
can more quicken us to that work, than a 
lively fenfe of our relation to the Lord Jeius 
jChrift as his fervants j truly I am thy fervant. 
(Pfa. cxxi. i6.} To maintain that fenfe, and to 
excite us to an anfwerable diligence in our duty, 
we (hould frequently conilder our baptifm.; ef« 
pecially our infant iaptifm.'^Oxjir bapt^m as ad- 
miniflered in infanoy, doth very much ftrengthen 
the engagement; and may help to ^juick^i our 
dulnefs, and put us forward, when we b^in 
to loiter. — If our engagements to him had been 
only the . refult of our own choice, we might 
have been tempted tQ think, tliat a recantatioa 
would difTolve the obligation : but we ar^ the 
Lord's by a Jom^r dedication "r^God .is p^ 
kind maAer. ^^ Kmd ind^d, who ^wcniid. ^e 
us into his family, and admit us to the pro* 
tecftion, provifion, and privileges a£ his family, 
when we were incapable, of doing. him any ac- 
tual fervice. Being now ^ grow^ ifp^ jth|$ cQn£- 
deration ihpuld quicken us to , ^ , (ioul^)e dili* 
gence : that , we may redeem the time Iqft when 
we were children, and make fome grateful re- 
turns to our ^enerou? Mafter, .for the earfy 
tokens of his good will. When Ifrael was a 
CHILD, then I loved him: (Hof. xi^ v.) and 
fliall not w^ then ftudy what we ihall render 

for 
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for that love*?" How long h^ve I bce^ in 
my divine Matter's houfe and fervice, and yet 
how little Jiave I improved my invaluable 
X>rivile^ss, and how imperfectly difcharged 
incumbent duty? May the quantity of time 
loft, make me the more careful of. the re- 
mainder. May the confideration of the length 
of road which I have travelled in departing 
from God, make me the more diligent now I 
am brought back to the King's highway* 

§ 16. (3) The baptifai of infants may af- 

fcqrd" us,^ confidcr ed^ as parents, many devout 

and profitable refle£Uons. Am I a parent f . 

Then let me improve baptUin — to increafe my 

\tbankfulnef5 to God, for admitting my children 

to partake of it with myfelf— to teftify ,my 

difire of benefiting vsyf children— to influence nxy 

fray£rs for them^to aflift me in promoting their 

fahation^ their knowledge of that gofpel which 

.haptifm feals, their faith and repentance, holi- 

nefs and happihefs— to inculcate on them chriC- 

tian /<?72^^r J —-relative duties — and a converfati^i 

- becoming the gofpel of Ckrift. 

§ 17. I. Is my child admitted to bap- 
tifm? Then let me improve the happy occ»- 
fion to increafe my thankfulnefs to God. Is 
the Lord a covenant God, tliro' a Mjcdiator, 
to any of the cTiildren of men ? This is a fub- 
je6l of pleating wonder. But is he a covenant 
God to me? This calls for my warmeft returns 
of faith, love and thankfgiving. Faith in the 

covenant 

• HiifRT*8 Treat, on Bapt p, 189, 191, 191. 



,y Google 



312 P radical RsfleSiUnt. C\u 6. 

covenant promiJe, love to the . Divine Promifer, 
and thankfgiving for the invaluable contoits. 
Yet this wonderful cdhdelcenfion, great as it 
is, does not exprefs the whole of the divine 
liberality. My covenant God is alfo the God 
of my children. I will be a God to thee and 
to thy feed. I will be a God to tbe€ fays 
Jehovah. ** Wonder at his condefcending good- 
nefs. Whence is this to me ! a worthlefs worm 
of the earth ? fo mean, fo vile, and yet ukea 
into covenant with God! interefted .in the 
Lord of Glory; his attributes, his promifesJ 
Who am I^ O Lord God I (2 Sam. vii. i8.) 
That God (hould take any notice of me,. (houM 
(hew me any token for good, is wonderful ! 
conlidering how undeferving, how ill-deferving, 
I am; but that he (hould communicate ius 
favours in a covenant way ; interpofe himfelf for 
fecurity; make himfelf a debtor to his own 
truth ; is fuch a paradox of love, as challengeth 
everlafling wonder and praife. — ^Let this be die 
burden of every fong of praife, Tb perfirm tk4 
mefcy promt/edy and to remember his holy covenantm 
(Luke i. 72.)* The fame in^lible lips fiir* 
ther acJd, *' I will be a God to thy fied.*\ 
Were thefe words written for the fake of the 
Jewi(h church only, or for the chrifiian church 
alfo? Doubtlefs for the chriflian churchy and 
for the chriflian parent 'alfo. How can I avoid 
being thankful for the divine grant, as extend- 
ing to my child with myfelf ? I cannot help re- 
garding 
• HricBT^t Tieati.'e on Bopu |>, 133, ^34 
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garding what is a privilege to thhy as matter 
of thankful pratfe from me on its behalf. How 
can it be otberwtfe? for my child is a part of 
myfelf, not only in the eflimation of a fond 
parent, but by the laws of God and men ; 
by the concurrent fuflfrage of nature and of 
nations. Excellent are the following remarks 
of Mr. Henry, for the tranfcribing of which 
there needs no apology to the reader; " Much 
of the mercy of having children lies in this, 
* that we have them to devote to God : not only a 
feed to be accounted to usy but to he accounted 
to the Lord for a generation (Plalm xxii. 30.) 
Not only to honour us, and to bear up our 
names, but to honour God, and to bear up 
* his name in the world. What is an eftate, or 
office, good for, but to glorify^ God with it, 
and that we may have fomething to lay out 
and ufe for his honour? Blefs God that he 
hath not only given you a child, but that he 
haih invited and encouraged you to give it to 
. him again, and is pleafed to accept of it. Be 
..thankful that you have a child, admit- 
ted, from its birth, into the bofom of the 
churchy and under the wing of the divine Ma- 
jefty. — Hannah had been long barren, and it was 
her great grief; at length God gave her a 
Samuel ; 'but it doth not appear that his birth 
was fa much the matter oi her praife, as his 
dedication to the Lord. When (he bad brought 
him, in his infancy, to the tabernacle, then 
it was that (he faid. My foul rejoiceth in the 
Vol. II. P Lord. 
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Lord, (i Sam. i. 28. and ii. ^ i.) Ybli have 
more rcafon to be thankful that you have a 
child bom to inherit the privileges of the cove* 
nant^ than if you had ' a child born to inherit 
the largcft eftate; — Blefs God that he hath 
creScd his tabernacle, and fanfhaary, in the 
midft of us 5 and hath not left him/elf wkhout 
witncfs, nor us without the means of grace 
and falvation. He hath not dealt- lb with 
many other nations (they and theirs are afar 
off)\ and (hould not this make us very thank- 
ful ? — Rightly underAahd the nature and Inten- 
tion of the ordinance, and you will fay with 
wonder and praife. This is no other ^than the 
houfe of God^ and the gate of heaven : this gate 
of the Lord into which the righteous JhaJl enter. 
Enter into it therefore with thankfgiving^ and 
into his courts with praife. — Your children arc 
polluted, but blefs God that there is a foun^- 
tain opened^ not only for the houfe of David, 
but for the inhabitants of Jerufalem (Zech, 
xiii. I.) Draw water therefore with joy out of 
thefe wells of fahation. Rejoice that there is 
fuch a covenant, which you can, thro* grace, 
lay any claim to. The expreffions of joy, and 
rejoicing, at thi baptifm oj a child^ (hould be 
turned into this channel; and fhould terminate 
in God, and in the new covenant f." 

Is m* child baptized? O what (hall I ren- 
der to tlte Lord* or the feal of his covenant 
to me and mine? To us are given, to us arc 

fealed 
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iealed> exceeding great and precious promi(e»« 
^' The hearts of parents, in that a^ioriy (hould 
be afFefted," one obfcrves, " with abundance of ^ 
joy and comfort ; . looking upon that day, as a 
day of their children's efpoufals to Jefus Chriftj 
and by confequence, a day . that fliould be 
more joyful to a godly parent, than the day of 
their marriage to the l«fl earthly matches that 
can poffibly be dehred. If a parent fhould live 
to fee all his children well married, he would 
fay, and well he might, (as to tlie outward 
condition of his poftcrity,) What an happy 
man am I that have lived long enough, tp fee 
all my children fo well difpofed of f But I 
tell all parents that fear God, that the days \n 
which their children are baptize^^ are far jpy- 
fuUer days, than the days of their marriage (if 
k might fo come to pafs.) to fo many of the 
mofl. potent and mighty princes in the world. 
And tliou that haft: i^i\ all l;Jiy children bap-* 
tized, hail Ih^cd long enough to fee them ten 
thoufand times better beftowed. Thou haft ef-» 
poufed them to Clirift, and he hath, m&de them 
a jointure beyond the abilities of all the mo- 
narchs in the world; and therefore write down 
the days of your xliildrcn's bafiifm^ as their 
wedding-days^ and as often as you have occa- 
fion to remember them, remember it is your 
duty to tejoice in the Lord, and blefs him on 
that account*." 

§ 18. 2* As a parent^ let me ufe and im- 
P 2 prove 

• Ford's Dialogue, ut fupra^ Part !!• 'pr 92* 
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prove the chriftian ordinance of baptifm^ to 
tcflify my deftre of benefiting my infant child. 
, I would conlider baptirm in the light of a 
benefit cmferredy rather than that of a duty per-- 
firmed. To think othcrwife, would lead me to 
a radical miftake. Nor (hould I confider the 
baptifm of an adult in any other liglit. The 
baptifm even of fuch^ properly confidered, is a 
privilege received^ not a debt difi:harged. It is our 
duty to receive a gifty only in an iniire£I fenfe; 
but it is dire£ily our privilege. It would be 
the duty of my child, were he adult, to receive 
any advantageous offer, remotely; but his privi^ 
kge^ in the moft direSi fenfe : confequently, bap- 
tifm, which in its proper nature is, demonftra- 
bly, a blejfingy or benefit, has nothing to do 
with the duty of the fubje<a of it direSfly^ but 
remotely. For, as he may be benefited by an 
eftate, or legacy, without any fuppofition of du- 
tiful compliance^ becaufe fuch an act of benefiting 
has no immediate concern with duty; in like 
manner he may be benefited by baptifm, as a 
divine grant. And yet the very fame thing, 
which in its own nature is a beneficial grant, 
be it what it may, does not require of an in* 
fant any dutiful com[^iance, but of an adult 
does require it. Which (hews, that complianci 
or fubmiifion, in reference to a beneficial grants 
is but a mere accident of the fubjedb, but not 
an ejfintial qualification; but fiill, when any 
who have a liberty and right of choofii^ 
embrace what is in itfelf beneficiali they zGt 

dutifully^ 
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dutifully^ and vice ver/a. Thus it was, for in- 
ftance, with refpc<S to circumcifion* 

If the direSl notion of baptifm be that of a 
benefit granted by Jehovah to me and mine^ like 
the precious promife it feals ; it clearly follows^ 
that their want of underftanding, and voluntary 
acceptance, is no jud bar to its application. 
Wherefore, how can I difcharge the duty of 
a parent, who impartially confults the welfare 
of his child, if I withhold irom it what \i di- 
vinely bequeathed to it in common with my- 
ielf? I am defired to confult the good of my 
children, by bringing them up in the nurture 
and admonition of the Lord', this (hews that the 
means of this nurture and admonition, the rules 
of chriftian difcipline and inftru£Bon^ the facred 
oracles, arc intended for their ufe. How, then^. 
can I, in juftice to my truft, appropriate to 
them the contents of the intruftment fealed, 
but withhold from them, without any forfei- 
ture on their part, the fealy of which they are 
as capaWe as myfelf i Does God ever fay, 
Baptifm is not to your infant children, tho' 
the promife is to them? If he does not tear 
off the (ieal from his will concerning ^em, 
nor requires me to do it, why (hould I do it?» 
Inflead of puttmg my fancy to the rack for 
fomc excepting claufe, whereby they may be 
deprived of the baptifmal benefit ; let me thank- 
fully acknowledge the loving- kindnefs of the. 
Lord in putting fuch a painful difcovery out 
of my power, and even out of the power of 
P 3 aU 
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kll' thofe who moft zcaloufly attexnpt itk Let 
me not be aihaitied to do this a£l of kindnefs 
to my child, even in the great ccHigregation, if 
tliought moft convenient, <jod is not ashamed 
to be called its God\ Chrift is not aftiamed to 
fay. Suffer it to come, or to be brought to me^ 
and forbid it not; and fhall I be afhamed or 
backward to own that honourable rdatton^ 
that advantageous approach? Is Chrift willing 
to take it as a lamb to his fold, a thember to 
hi$ ciiurch ; and fltall I to whom it isf a 
fccond-fclf, of whcan it is, as it werc^ a part — 
Aall I akne negative the gracious motion f I 
cannot, and, without an authority which I have 
not difcovercd, I will not. But will fay, encou* 
liagcd by fo maaty rational, fcriptural, irrefiftt-* 
blc motives, before the world, before the church, 
artd in the prefence of profefled oppofers*^Be« 
hold, Lord, here I am, and the child, or chil- 
dren, thou baft graciouily given me. W}Et^t 
thou jgranteft to my offspring, I dcfire as a 
faithful fteward not to deprive them- <^^ but 
f^ithfuUy and chearfullv to apprqpriate iox the 
intended ufe. 

§ iq. 3. Am I the parent of a baptized child, 
or children? How Ihould their vifible rela- 
tion to Chrift and his church,, influence my 
prayers for them? Tho' morally polluted, yet 
relatively they ar^ not imdean but h4y. Ac- 
cording to the will of Chrift, I have given up 
my natural right in them, and over them. ti5 
thi God of grace. They arc dedicated to fa- 
ther, 
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ther. Son, and. Spirit, «• that they may be in 
every refpe^ what chriftianity requires them to 
be. 'They are fuch as the Lord my God hath 
called \ and their calling is a high and holy cal- 
ling. May I command nothing, require no* 
thing, endure nothing, and do nothing unwor- 
thy of fuch a relation and holy c^Hir^g ! Lord, 
t^ch and aiEft me to bring them up as chrifm 
tjaniy in thy nurture and admonition. They ' 
having been difcipkd and baptized, may * I be 
found diligent apd fuccefsful in teaching them U 
dkferii^ alt things whatfoever thou haji commanded 
t$s, O what precious promifes are fealed to 
theoi! May they have an early and faving ac- 
tpiaintance with thefe pro^iifes! O that they 
may fpeedily.know the things freely pven them 
gf our covenant God ! May no backwardnefo 
or negkft on my part, keep them in ignorance 
pf^ the things .fealed to them, or fofter a cri- 
minal indifference! Various and important 
are the bleffing^ and obligations exhibited in 
baptifm, as we have feen, (chap. ii. § 15—21.) 
O that every one of thefe bleflings were a6lually 
poffeffed, and every obligation, according to their 
opacities, were difchargcd, by my dear children ! 
Mighty Saviour, I would make my fupplication 
unto thee, in. behalf ^of every child thou haft 
gracioufly given me, with the faith and impor- 
tunity of the woman of Canaan (Matt, xv.) 
in behalf of her d^ghter, iayiog. Have mercy 
pn me, O Lord, thou Son of David, my child 
(this ishild and the other) labours under the 
P 4 guUt, 
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guilty pollution, difeafe and tyranny of fin, with- 
out thy help. Lord, help me* I cannot doubt 
of thy pw}€r^ nor while thy word, thy oath, thy 
facred feal Aand uncancelled, can I doubt of 
thy wilUngnefs to fave to the uttcrmoft all 
that come to thee. I do not ground my fup- 
plications on the worthinefs of myfelf or mine, 
but on thy free grant of covenant fiivours* 
This my faith would reft upon. W^erc I to 
ad^it and plead this free grant a£bially made 
to my cluldren, and yet not baptize them, I 
fhould be guihy of a criminal Jolcecifm in my 
chriftian profeflion. I (hould then mutilaU the 
gift of God, and withhold more than is meet^ 
which would tend to impvue^ijh the legatees^ 
the church of Chrift, and probably my own 
foul. I have* therefore admitted thy covenant 
gift in its full extent; and received both the 
inArument and the feal in faith. Now, Lord, 
help me to_ make them acquainted with their 
privileges and obligations. By thy Hcjy Spirit 
blefs my endeavours, and command fuccefs. 
Are we the objeds of the promife, the rich 
blefliogs of the new covenant, and yet neither 
free^ holy, nor happy, but the reverfe ? Surely, 
then, we are not (fa'aitened in Chrift, nor ia 
his gofpel, but wre are ftraitened in our own 
bowels. O that, for a recompence in the fame, 
we, as the children of the covenant, may be 
alfo enlarged! (2 Cor. vi. 11 — 13O Compaffi- 
onate Saviour, I bring my children unto thee^ 
who haft faid, Suffer tlie little chidren to come 

unto 
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unto me, and forbid them not ; for of fuch is 
Hit kingdom of God. Take thcjn \xp in thy 
arms of mercy, and blefs them. Thipe they 
were^ thou gaveft them me, and haft made 
them partakers of the covenant means of grace i 
O receive them under thy fpecial proteftion and 
guidance, make them the fubjedts of the grace 
of thefe means, which it is thy will they fhpuld 
enjoy ! 

** The fealing of the covenant in general, as 
a token of God's good will to our feed, is a 
fufficient handle for faith to take hold on, in 
praying for our children* I fee not how thofe 
parents can with equal confidence pray for 
their* children, who deny them to be in cove- 
nant, and fo fct them upon even ground 
with the children of infidels*," No prayer for 
a blefling is acceptable, hut the prayer oi faith \ 
no hlejfmg can be prayed for in faith, but what 
is promifedy to /have a promife is to have a 
covenant grant ; wherefore, I can confijiently pray 
for my children in faith^ no further than I 
allow them an intereft in the gofpel covenant, 
that is to fay, that the adminiftration and ccco^ 
nomlcal privileges of mercy appertain to theu^ 
and confequently baptifm ; nor (hould any thing 
be deemed a bar to the. enjoyment of them, 
but incapability or a criminal rejection. But 
they neither criminally reject, nor are incapable 1. 
confequently, the covenant and its fea| termir 
nate and reft upon them, and in warding off. 
any part of what was ihus intended for their 
P 5 ufei 
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life, I muft be blame-worthy. How can I plead 
in faith promlfed mercy, while I deny to them 
the ioktn of mercy ? If baptifm, the toktn^ be 
•not theirs, neither is promtfid mercy theirs 5 and 
if the latter be not theirs, faith has no foun- 
dation, in reference to their happine(s. Hidden 
eeunfels^ do not tejfify or aflert any particular 
truth to me concerning my child. Thix)ugh 
grace, I can think, with adoring complacency, 
of myfelf and mine being in the hand of a 
fovercign God ; but the favereignty of God, /r/- 
itjiination^ eternal covenant interefi, particular re- 
demption, and the dijiinguijhing appKcatton of 
grace, are not the objefts of gofpei faith, pro- 
perly and i\xe&\y. As far indeed as they are 
Unified of in revelation as fa^Sj which are. only, 
generalf fo far, and no farther, faith regards 
tdiem* While unexplained, *and therefore in the 
claTs oi fe<rei things^ they belong to God\ whece- 
as the things which are revealed^ and thefe only^ 
belong to me and my children/ The arcana 
of the divine government, neither are, TK>r in 
the nature of things can be, either the object 
•f my faithy or the rules of my duty. In fliort 
they are not, they cannot be, the foundation 
of the ^RAY»R OF FAITH. Take away the 
plea of covenant inter ejl^ and* faith is ftruck 
dmnA. Take tiway covenant promifts^ and faith 
is AnKfc W/W. Take away covenant faithful^ 
ntfiy and faith has no Jlanding. But blefled 
be thy naoie, O Lord my God, my children's 
emenan* interejt is founded ou tfiy teftimot^^ 

arid 
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and remauii indaputable, therefore I cm plead in 
faat)\ itiy ptcciomS' promi/es are direfled to eaek 
by name, as a covenantee, and therefore I may 
^uuf in faith thy merciful dcfigns towards them; 
thy faithjulnefs was never known to fail, it 
tannot fail, and therefore the heirs of promft 
may hive ftrong confolation, faith having two 
immutable things to • ftand upon, the promife 
and the* oath of that God Who eannot lie. 
Lord, increafe my faith! And blefs my chil- 
dren with the faving knowledge of thy co* 
'vcnant. Amen. 

§ 20/ 4. Am I the parent of baptized chil- 
Ax&\i Let me improve their baptifm (or their 
€onverfion and fahation. That bapti(m may be 
confidcred as a moral mean of converfiori, faith 
and repentance, is evident hence; If the gojpel 
be fo, baptifm is— except we maintain a felf- 
. cvidem abfurdity, that the heavenly charter has 
one ufe and tendency, and the y^i?/ of that char* 
ter another. And with refpe^^to infants^ it is 
as much fo, at leaA, as any other part of the 
gofpel difpenfation can be. If falvation being 
come to a houfe, lays all tlie members of X\xt ' 
family under obligations of receiving that falvati- 
W, as they are, or become capable ; that exhibited 
falvation may be juftly termed zmean c£ conver- 
fiati. In like manner, the ieal which authenti- 
cates that falvation in the moft unequivocrf 
form, muft be equally entitled to the fame 
if not a fuperior rank. Not to fey, .that it 
16 matter offaSi^ Ihsrt infant baptifm l>as been 
^equently ib awnedi And) indeed^ k appean^ 
P 6 ten 
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to me HaX it would . be unatoHUUahly iirange 
if otherwife. If the inftruweni &akd be <fe- 
ferving o£ credit, or a' mean oi faith; muft 
not the ftal itfelfy the broad feal of heaven, be 
confidered in the fame light? Here obfervc^ 

(i) Our children, as the children of the co- 
venant, and baptized, have a peculiar right to 
the MBAHs of converfion. . To illuftrate and 
confirm this poim, let the following remarks 
be confidered : " The oraeles $f God were com^ 
mittid to the Jews, and this upon the account 
of circumcifion. They, were a people, that vrcre 
Tolemqly and facramentalfy the Lord's, and God 
commits his oracles to them. He' permtui 
them to others providentially \ but he commit* 
ted them to the Jews faederally^ as the law of 
the kingdom he would govern them by* Thtl^ 
owed their bible to circumcifion. Godf's co- 
venant was in their fiefh, and thergforv God 
infirudbd them with the in/irument m which it 
was drawn. up.— It is clear, that the oracles of 
God^ (that pure law, which, as David faith, 
inverts the foul, Pfa. xixi 7.) are the portion of 
a people in covenant with GoA^ Our infimts, 
therefore, being, according to our principles, in 
eovenant with God, are intitled to the bible, 
and all the contents thereof,^ Add to this, the. 
minijersy the di/pecfers of this word> are, upon 
Ae account of church^memherjhip^ tbeirsy with 
all their gifts, graces, and labours. Paftors and 
teachers are fet up in the churchy (i Cor. xii. 
US.) and given to them as a peculiar fruit of 
Chrift's afcenfion, (Epb. iv, 12.)— God's hufr 
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bandmen are fet over his mun inehfure^ his 
Aepherds over his own ftnck^ and his builders 
over his own building. If any perfons therefor 
be aUens to the comm$n wealth of Ifratl^ no n^m* 
bers of the church, ]yc common with the rdl 
of the world, fliut out <rf this ericlofure, be not^ 
flieep. of this fold, no fiones in this building— 
howarer God may providentialfy extend the be-* 
nc&t of his minifters' labours to fuch perfons, 
yet, — they can claim no covenant right or title 
to any fpiritual advantage from them.— But our 
children even frc^ infiincy, by our principles, 
are entitled by a ckftnant right to all thofe pre- 
cious emoluments which accrue therefrom.— To 
vifhich I may adc^ private nuans^ of converfionj 
to which there are promifes made. That r»dKn« 
Kvfitf, the nurture of the-Lordy of which the apof- 
tie fpeaks, in/iruHion and corre/9iony as ordi^ 
nances of God, and all the promifes made * 
unto them, are not to be extended beyond the 
church, as to the benefit that may be expe£fed 
jfrom them. 

" But may not a godly parent of an Ana-^ 
baptiibcal judgment — obtain that blefling upon 
bis labours in the education of his child — whe-« 
ther his child be [deemed] in covenant with him 
or no, baptized or unbaptized? — I deny not but 
he may. For the mercy of God to his people, is 
many times, larger than their faith or prayeis. 
So that God may look upon thofe children as 
in covenant with him, and deal with them as 
fuch, whom their parents deny Kim a [vifiWeJ 
title to. — God may, and I doubt not doth 

' many 
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mmy. MOJth remimb^* the; covenant which Vbej 
finfuUy y^r^^? > aad docs thejn good upon the 
account thereof, when they, never plead it. 

w But— can it be Aippoied, that ordinances 
(hould be fo vi&bly ineffe^ual upon fuch num* 
bcr$ H)f thofe, to whonjk they arid the bleffii^ 
of them do pec\|liarly bjelong ? No wonder at 
all that it (hould be fo,. The apoftle anfwers 
this very obje£\ion, in my judgment, in the 
cafe of the Jews, and their ordinances, Rom. 
iii. 3. When he hgd fpoken concerning the 
peculiar right of the ,Jews to the orad^ of 
God, (V. 2.) he fo^efew the objeiHon that 
laight thence be- ftart^d : But how came it to 
pafs that fQ many of then^ were vpever the 
better for them?— Tl>€ apoftle .^fwa-s this ob- 
jedion thus: What if fame did not Mievef JbaJl 
their unbelief mate the fmth $f God (f none effeQ? 
—The privilege of the Jew, in the enjoyment 
of ordinances, was continued to the church bj 
Qyd's faithfulneftt — 5p Ihftt tha' divers of 
them peri(hed under them thro' unbeliefs yet 
God's covenant in the youchfafeittent of them 
was entire and unbroken notwithfianding. — In 
like manner I may fay coiK)ernb^ the chil- 
4ren of Pcedobaptifti^ their: privilege in the pecu-' 
liar right they have to converting ordii)ancc& is 
pot at all imp^red by the incfficacy of thc^e 
or/linances, upon any^ or any number of theo^. 
It is their privilege to enjoy them, and it vrill 
be the aggravation of their guilty that they do 
not improve them. And although tbey^have » 
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peculiar right tp the blefling of ordinances, as 
well as the ordinances themfelvcs, yet beogafc 
this right is, as the covenant is that derives it, 
external.^ it becomes ineffeituai to many, thro* 
their own negleft of feeking to God in his 
own way. for the obtaining thereof. Befides^ 
to the (hame pf many of us it may be ipoken,/ 
divers parents among us do not underjland^ and . 
others, out of diiTatisfaftion as to their cove* 
naht intercft, dare not, or through finful neg* 
left do not plead with God for their children 
[and with their children for God J as they have 
fufficient warrant to do. 

" And here I (hall afk you a que/lion— - 
concerning promifei of converfion — To whon^ 
think you do fuch p-omifes belong ? To thofc 
Within the churchy or thofe that are without 
it? — An alien from the commonwealth of 
Ifrael, in alfo a ftrangcr to the covenants of 
promife, Eph. ii. 12. and fo np. promife of the 
covenant belongs to zny one, that is not a church 
member.— Be then ypurfelf judge, whether the 
principles that exclude infants of believing [i. e. 
chriftian] parents, out of covenant with God, 
and out of all church relation^ or thofe that 
admit them to both, give the more comfortable 
hopes of converfion to. them. We fay that they 
arc not only under a providential capacity of 
converfion, as mere heathens are, but they are 
•under a covenant 'capacity, becaufe within that 
number to whom the promifes of renewing 
grace belong. 

' **BUT 
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•* But*— arc there not promifes of convertii^ 
grtiti made to the heathen world? — How then 
can it be true— that promifes of converting grace 
belong oiily to church members? Very wcJI; 
except you can make it appear that thofe 
ifcriptures— come under the proper notion of ^^- 
mifesy made to them who are the perfons men- 
tioned in them. For my part, I look on them 
rather as prophecus of the converiion of the gen- 
tiles, than promifes; 6r, if promi/ej at all, yet 
- promifes directed to the Jews concefning the 
gentiles. 

" I HAVE fomething more to fay— concern*- 
ing the prayers of the church. Are the prayers 
of the church— any means tending to the further- 
ance of converfton^ or no? Yes, undoubtedly. 
For if the elFedlual prayer of one righteous man 
avail much, if it be fervent, as James feith, 
furely the prayers of many righteous men, af» 
fembled in Chr'tJVs name^ muft needs be far more 
prevalent^ — Altho^ the church— pray for all men^ 
according to the command, (i Tim. ii. i.) yet 
thofe that are mojl upon their hearts in ti.eir 
prayers, are thofe of the fame flock and fold 
with themfelves.— Accordingly, 1 make no quef- 
tion, but that in the inmofl deiires of all true 
chriftians, the. converfion of thofe that arc nearefl 
related, whether in natural or chrifHan bonds, 
is moft paffionateJy wilhed for; and, by confe- 
quence, the little ones born in the church, the 
hope of the d«.rivation of Chrift's kingdom to 
fucceeding generations. So that thofe principles, 

that 
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that will not allow fuch perfons a (landing in 
the church, do what they can to difintereft them 
in the very cream and marrow of the whole 
church's prayers*/' 

On the whole, I would obferve concerning 
the external means of converfiony that there is a 
certain order of means divinely inftituted, where- 
by our de/ires and our endeavours ought to be 
regulated. By a prefuroptuous difregard of this 
orderj we arc in danger of tempting God. For 
inftance: If the converjion of the heathen be the 
fiibjedt, order requires, tliat the firfl Jlep in our 
pmyers and attempts ihould be, that God by 
his providence would open an entrance, an ef-. 
fe6hial door, for his gofpel to be fent to them, 
in purity and power. That the Lord would 
convert them, by fending them firft the means 
of converiion. A^ fecond Jlep in order is, that 
a difpen ration of mercy may be eftablifi^ed among 
them ; that they may be brought into a church 
ftate, and have the miniftration of the word 
and ordinances as a people. A tkird gradation 
which divinely inflituted order requires, is, that 
we defire the grace of the means may be 
communicated, and that fouls may be converted 
to God, made to receive Chri(^ juftified and 
iandified in the name of the Lord Jefus 
atid by the fpirit of our God. This order is 
beautifully defcribed by St. Paul : " Whofoever 
(hall call upon the name of the Lord (hall be 
faved. How then (hall they call on him in 

.whom 
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wbcmi they have not believid? and how fhall 

they believe in him of whom they have npt 

beard? and how fliall they bear, without a 

preacher? and how fliall they preach, except. 

they 4)e y^«/ r* (Rom. x. ly^^S*) He does 

not, I apprehend, argue the abfolute impoffibi- 

lity of falvarion to any but in this exa<St mode, 

but he fliews which is the appointed plan ofmeans^ 

which we are to regard. — In like manner: If 

the converfion ef cur cbUdren hfi the fubjis£t, or* 

der requires, that we fliould Jirfi disfire, and nft. 

our influence in bringing them in^o ^ church 

Jlate. Tl^ey are born under a difpenfiition of 

graces in th4it re^e^l they are not unclaaffy but. 

h^yi nothing but our avowed rgeftion of cbrif- 

tianity can. deprive them of that privilege. But 

none can be deemed of the pijibk churchy .reg»- 

krly, ^withoUst ifiiiiation by baptifn>. This it 

the inftituted porch to the ^empl^ of meaiiSi. 

To defire and make ufe oi futfiquent moan^t 

while that which is initiaury is not ufed^ i^ 

irregular and prefumptuous. A Jecond Jkp , ia 

the divine plan i$, that^ I • (hould feek ft^om tho 

^od of means a hleffir^ in their ufe\ \\i^ cofk- 

verfion of my children, a^ partaker s^ of th^ m^an^ 

and not luithout then^. For ^e to defiwj 

grace for my child for qonveyfic^^ and yet 

deny him ^ny of the «w^»x of grace of which 

he is a capable fubjecft, i^ imfcripturaii difor- 

derly, and prcpoftcfous. As, therefore, 1 defire 

l>is cowverfi&n^ let me,ot)fcrYe ,<he order of ine^ns 

leading thereto j and O that I may ncyer be 

found 



,y Google 



Ch. &• yPraeiical RefleSlionu 331 

found rcmiis, while ujing the means, in feeking. 
their end. And that the, important end oi con^ 
verjion may be regularly fought, and is pecu* 
liarly favoured by, infant baptif?ny will further 
appear, if we obfervc,^ 

§ 21. (2) That the pra<SHce of baptizing, 
infants, (cat., par.) may fumifli a parent with 
many convincing confiderations and arguments, 
in pleading with his child, with a view to his con- 
verfion, which otherwife he could not fo well urge. . 

" Mv dear child, may he fay, thou art a fin*., 
" ncr from thy birth, guilty and polluted, 
** This thy baptifm teaches. In baptifm, God 
** (hews and teftifies that lie will forgive fins \ 
** and this is one f eafon why thou haft been 
*f baptized, bccaufe thou art a finner, ftanding 
'' in need of fpiritual wafhing. Thou art not 
" to think tliat the water of baptifm takes 
" away fin, that is, pardons and makes thee 
** pure in -foul ; no, no, it only ihews thee 
** plainly that ihon wanttji this pardon and 
" purity; and it alfo (hews, that God is mer- 
*' ciful and willing to give, thee every good. 
*' thing in this life and in the world to cpme 
" on thy comipg to him. He lays in his word^ 
" that he will give grace aiid glory ; that thofe 
"who feek him early, that is, when young as 
" thou art, (hall find him ; and Chrift fays he 
" will in no way caft out any poor finner that 
" Cometh to him. But thy baptifm fliews 
^^Jiill more t>lainly^ that thou art guilty, and 
" that God is merciful— That thou art im- 

« pur 5 
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•* pure, that is, unfit to go to heaven, but 
•* that God is willing, on thy coming to him, 
** to cleanfe thee and to make thee meet for 
*^ heaven. My dear child, learrt this, and ftrivc 
*• to uhderftand it without delay. If thou dieft 
** without repentance — how (hall I fpcak it? — 
V thpu muft perifh for ever. No one goes to 
" heaven without pardon, and thou muft not ex* 
** peft to go there without repentance. And O 
** remember that not only the l^ible, the fab- 
** baths, the fermons, the prayers, and the ad- 
** vices thou haft from tne and others, will rife 
•* up againft thee, if thou continueft impeni- 
** tent, but alfo thy baptifrr^j in the day of 
" judgment, 

" Observe again, my dear child; tho' you 
** go with me to worlhip the great and good 
" God, to his houfe of prayer on the Lord's 
** Day ; and tho* you are always prefent at our 
** family devotion j— tho' you never take the 
** holy name of God in vain, as many 
** naughty children do ; nor do of a fabbath 
** day as they do ; yet this is not enough to 
** give you a title to ' heaven. This is very 
" good in its place ; as alfo to honour your 
** parettts. To behave properly to your fupe- 
** riors, fchool-mates, and all people. ** To 
** render yourfelf lowly arid reverently to aQ 
" your betters. To hurt no body in word or 
" deed. To be true and juft in all your deal* 
'* ings. To bear no malice, nor hatred in jomt 
** heart. To keep your hands from pidring 

" and 
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** and ftcaKng; and yopr tongue from evil fpeak- 
** ing, lying and flandering." Thefe things, I 
** fay, are very right. But the beft of men do 
** them very imperfe<Elly ; and except we havp 
" a better title to heaven than this, we can by 
** no means be faved. Now, obferve, becaufc 
*' we could not keep God's holy law perfe<£Hy^ 
*' he fent his Son, Jefus Chrift, into the world 
** to keep it perfectly in our ftead, that by our 
" believing in him we fliould not perilh but 
" have everlafting life. ♦ This your baptifm 
" teaches; for St. Paul fays, that to be bap- 
** tized into Chrift, fignifies to put on Chrift; 
** that is, that he is our worthinefs, our per-, 
** fe6tion, our righteoufnefs. This is one of 
'* thofe very important truths that your bap- 
" tifm teftifies and feals. O then, my dear 
^ child, bring thy poor, pcrifliing felf to Jefus 
** Chrift. He will n6t put thee off, for he has 
w declared he wont. He went thro' every ftate, , 
" from infancy to manhood; and having been 
** a child himfelf, when in the world, he rc- 
« ceives children. O . the happinefs he has to 
** give ! He will not only keep thee from hell, 
*^ but at death take thee to heaven. |Ie alone 
** can make thee truly good j I cannot. No* 
" body on earth can. But Jefus Chrift, being 
" himfelf divinely good and gracious, can make 
^ us good ; yes, he can and will make thee 
" fo, on coming to him with all thy heart. 
^ This thou mayeft be as fure of as that thou art 
** baptized. For baptifm according to the will 
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" of Chrift is a feal for confirmation. You 
** 'know, my dear, that what an hon^ man con- 
« firms hy fealing it, he will ftand by. Much 
** more fo will our gracious Lord and SaTionr. 
<f Senfible of thy finful- and helplcfs condition, 
" with the afliftance of divine grace, and with 
^' a contrite heart, pray unto this mercifiil re- 
•* deemer in fome fuch^ words as thefe : ** O 
** Lord God, who alone canft fave me bom 
•* fin and the wrath to come, accept the prayers 
^ and the cries of a hdplefe child. No one on 
** earth or in heaven but thyfelf, O Lorf moft 
* merciful, can help mci I am deftpoyed by 
^ fin, the fin of my heart efpecially, but my 
•* help is from tticc. Accept me in Chrift^ 
** whofe nature and life v\rere perfectly holy, and 
•* who is made wifdom, righteoufncfs, (aniSifica- 
*^ tion and redemption, to all thy childroi. O 
•* that as I have been baptized with water, I 
^ may alfo be baptized with the Holy Ghoft. 
** And as this was fignified and fealed by my 
** baptifm, grant it me, O Lord God, for 
« Chrift's fake. Amen." 

§ 22. ^. Am I the parent of baptized chil- 
dren? Then let me improve their baptifm, for 
the purpofe of inculcating upon them chrifttan 
tempers. Let me remind them, that to anfwer 
the great ends of our baptifin, is the fame as 
to be true chrifiians\ to have that mind which 
was in Chrift Jcfus, a difmtercfted, humble, 
loving and liberal difpofition ; to live and walk 
as be would have them, by faith and not by 

fenfe. 
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fenfo Baptifm, like chriftianity itfelf, points 
them to a penitent frame of mind ; to a refo- 
lute oppofition, by grace, to youthful lufts and 
the whole body of fin; to heavenly-mindednefs 
and firm attachment to Chrift* ' (See chap. ii» 
§ 18-21.) 

§ 23. b, Asr a parent let^ me improve the 
taptifm of ^my children for the purpofe of pro- 
moting in them a due regard to relative du- 
*ties. As their baptifm introduces them into a 
ftate of new relation/hip^ it requires anfwerable 
dttties. As baptized ones, as chriftians in name 
and calling, let me often remind them of the 
apoftolick exhortations, which are often founded 
on the fame confideration. Let them be ex- 
horted t6 be meek and peaceable, and even to 
follow peace with all men, as well as holinefs ; 
to do good to all as they have opportunity, 
and efpecially the moft ferious and deferving^ 
And Oh, with the bowels of a parent, with 
the integrity, watchfiilnefs, concern and impar- 
tiality of a chrlftian,''let me look diligently, as 
far as in me lies, " left any of them fail of 
the grace of God, left any root of bitternefs, 
fpringing up, breed trouble and defile others." 
Left there be* any revengeful Cain, immodeft 
Ham, profane Efau^ or proud Abfalom. And 
let me enforce all duties, and efpecially relative 
ones, from the apofile Paul's grand confidera- 
tion, (Heb. xii. 22— 25.) That/in vifibility and 
covenant relation^ " They are come unto mount 
• Sion, and unto the city of the living God, the 

heavenly 
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heavenly Jerufalem, and to an/ innumerable 
cooipany of angels, to the general affembly and 
church of the fipft bom, which are written in 
heayen,. and to God the Judge of all, and to 
[the fame general relatian with] the fpirits of 
juft men made perfeft, and to Jefus the Me- 
diator of the new covenant and to the blood 
of fprinkling that fpeaketh better things than 
the blood of Abel/* In a word, may I im- 
prove their baptifm to promote a converfation 
becoming the gofpel of Chrift. 

§ 24. (4] Am I a MINISTER of the gof- 
pel? How fliould I dread the thoughts of 
withholding water from thofe whom Chrift owns 
^s the fubje£ls of his kingdom.— How ready to 
benefit thofe who are fo capable and fuitablc 
ful^e<2s of fuch a benefit — With what Jolemnity 
difcharge this branch of minifterial commiflion-^ 
With wh^t clofenefsy plainnefs and fidelity ad- 
drefs, on this occafion, the parents of the bap- 
tized child— How, in improving infant baptifm, 
concur with parents, for the aforementioned pur- 
pofes, in private and publick ! 

§ 25, I. How fliould I dread the thoughts 
of withholding water from thofe whom Chrift 
owns as the fubjeds of his Kingdom ! Let' me 
remember, that Chrift feverely rebukea his difci- 
ples for their keeping off little children from 
htnxg brought to him. Are they not as capable 
of the nr.ain end of baptifm, as the Jewifti in- 
fants were of the principal defign of circum- 
cificn ? Do they aot anlwer the fcriptural re-, 
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quifition ^of necd&ry qualifications, fbeh as are 
perfefHy fuitahk to the nature and <fefign of 
cly-iftian baptifm? If (b, I an not guHtlefs 
-while I keep out of Chrift's fold, as far as m 
me lies, thofc whom he rs wHKng to receive as 
the lambs of his vifible flock*. 

§ 26. 2. How ready fhould I be to benefit 
thofe who are thus qualified, by chearftiHy obey- 
ing the call to baptize them. When I receive 
a child into the vifible chturch, I ant not only 
executing the will and pteifure of Chrift^ btit 
imitmng his tender compafion towanfs chil* 
dren, whom he ever treated ais church members. 
What readinefs fliould I difcovdr in gathering 
the lambs with my arms, in bringing them to 
the arms of my Saviour, and their Saviour, who 
has pronrifed to carry them in hij bofom. 
Deli^tfW tafk f not only ** to rear the tender 
mind and teach the young idea how to fhoot,*' 
but alfo to enter the infent mind into the 
fehool of Him who can quaRiy the youngeft 
child that breathes for heavenly and fublime en- 
joymeots. Pleafing thought? that every time I 
baptize a child, I am adding to the number of 
Vox. n. >Ct Chrift's 

* «■ Some pioui peribns profofl^dlj declare that they dare oot 
*< baptitt an infant upon a dogmatical faith in tfie parents, and 
« S cannM bat profefs that being; f\yt\f called td ir, I flavin 
«< trmhk at the gmlt •f refoftng it. I ihcmld: ar ioen br brotqho 
«< t« ftsip them of then kou/etp ac inheritanca^ devolved upon 
« them from fuch parents, to take the bread out of their mouths, 
«< m t<^ debar them of this their Utth-'fritrflegf,^* Mr. TwoRTAtf 
BtACKf io a Preface to Di. Fmi»^ Dkitftgoci^ concetvutg the 
Pradicai Vic of Infant Baptifoi* 
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Chrift's vifible fubjcfts, many of whom, no 
doubt, are taken to his heavenly kingdom, 
where alone they can have an opportunity of 
acknowledging the mercy and faithfulnefs of 
their covenant God, and the compaffionate care 
of their divine Shepherd. And, if many of 
them growing up will probably defpife their 
birthright, like profane Efau ; or betray (in a 
fenfc) their Lord and Matter, like ungrateful 
Judas ; or at leaft wound him in the houfe of 
his friaids by their difobedierice ; yet fome, I 
may chearfully hope, will be (pared, and gra- 
cioufly difpofed, to fpeak of the goodncfs . of 
their heavenly Friend and Lord in the land o^ 
the living. 

§ 27, 3. Am I as 4 gotptl nufii/ler called 
to baptize infants? With what concern and 
foUmnity ought I to difcharge this branch of 
my rainifterial commiffion ! They are no left 
the purchafe of my Saviour's blood than adults. 
His behaviour, in taking up infants in his arms 
to blefs them, was marked with foleirfnity and 
holy reverence, no lefs than in preaching, the 
gofpel, or even raifing the dead. They are no 
lefs the objefts of the Father's everlafting love^ 
or the fubjefts of his merciful difpenfations, 
than adults. The life and Uberty, the mifery and 
bappinefs, the lofs or gain, the privil^cs aiul 
the reverfe, of the infant part of mankind, arc 
xiot lefs momentous than thofe of the adult, by 
the laws of heaven and earth. Why ihould 
not the chriftian Mvin^y as well as the civil 

magiftrate, 
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magiftrat^, the lawyer or the judge, fefpoufe tlw 
caufc and tranfaft the interefting bufinefs of in- 
-^nts with equal concern and folemntty as thofe 
of adults ? Where the temporal welfare of a 
child is concerned, men do not fay, ** It is 
but the life or death, die property or privilege 
of an infant^ therefore it is no matter how 
the bufinefs is done/* Wherefore let mc 
regard the covenant privileges of infants as 
truly important^ and their baptiftnd dedication 
to God, who condefcends to be prefcnt, fealing 
to them' his deed of gift, a JoUmn fervice. 
- § 28. 4. Am I called to officiate, on fuch 
an Occtfion, as a mini/iir? With what cb/e^ 
mfs^ plainnefs and fidelity, (hould I addrcfs tlie 
fpedatbrs of the ordinance, in general, old and 
young", and the parents of the baptized child 
it* particular. What an opportunity is here 
afforded me of making a pra£^ical ufe of the 
fcriptural and interefting doi^ines of original fin 
4-— covenant mercy thro' Chrift— juftifying, rege- 
-ntrating, and cleanfing grace — our ahfolute need 
of Chrift, and the Holy Spirit's influence — the 
privil^e of adoption into the family of the 
great and gracious God— every covenant blef- 
•feg therein exhibited, and every obligation 
thence re&lting. What a favourable opportunity 
of eJchorting' the parents ta bring them up for 
-God, in the nurture and admonition of the 
Lord ; to pray for them, and devote them to hint 
conjlantly \ to provide for their welfare, not only 
their temporal but alfo their eternal welfere, as 
0^2 God, 
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Qo^ crtii ihetr G^^ eyWw^y l»a^ pf^iM, 
> by his provideace 210A coveBani ; to i^i^ovc, 
in behalf of their chiidren> a» vreU 9s for thom- 
fetves, thofe mcafts of grac^ to wh^h baptifei 
is an inAitutcd sdnd explicit ii^troduc^ion ; |o 
fhiui prepared to refign tJiiem» if i@9oii csU^l 
for by deatbi without repining,; tO; ^on&ikr 
themfeives as uikder teachers iii tbe fcdhfol- ^ 
Chri^ whofe pupils arc their owsi ohitdrta; to 
watch over t&ein and ftuidy tbor piaficiaiey* 
that they may hs; qudSfied betiii^es for tte 
higher clafs of copgregational firi}4wAi^« 

§ 29. 5^ As a chriiban. mwi/kn% kt mr em- 
brace lEnvourable opportututies to iftifiwr widi this 
parents of bapimcd chiktren in in»pr^ii)ig[ tibeir 
b^)tifoi, in pDblick ^ private. And is Aim 
not a preffing call to this on accooot ef ^ 
great ignonmce of manyr chdftiaa parents 9Cn 
Q)c£ting the very nature itfid defign, bleiing^ 
and dbDgations of tW# cbrfftUfi fitfe? } OAaot 
help thinking that were ii riih0ji umkrfi^ fiw 
or none would part with it from., a ^i^rfcmh- 
thus fcrupks or make (0, Ikfk u& of tt as a 
moral raeaif of promoting real chrifttanity. Ai« 
not chriftian families* and ioctedes iHt as great 
danger of lofing fight of the troe end ^f \^ift 
tifkoj as, ^wi(h ones were in regard of circu»n^ 
eifion, and other external i^^s i Let tm. tbef^ 
&re endeavour to- inform the jv^mmts,, and 
dire<9: the pious efforts of all as I bavo qppor* 
tunity^ and efpecially tho& heads of fiimito 
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^kh vduch I Md conneAcd^ tbat rtqiure moft 
affiiisuice; 

- ^ 30V (5) Ae ;^ spjicTAHOR of mfiuu bap<i» 
ttfiTH ^^ ^^ <M>t 0t^ri left my band^ be made 
ftrong-^ fcur raihw adanke die ifom^ g^imfi 
t(Mard« infiHfts-^r^>iifd^ ii^a/ to the folemn 
tMigQtioas my own (tf the fiibje£l of it) hat 
kid me- under-^regard the oocafion s» a folemn 
ju^ id^imbie ^Mmsi/^-^wowler at the coiidii£k 
of fbck ^stiMir^ihi fiai from the diraie chtf« 
tir-«-<Mifidcr how i/;^ tkofe are who partake 
«f dte tlmigs £g^iifiai. 

' ^ 3J4 I. Lfit me heware of all appeatanoe of 

taneverence) indectDcy, wd much more of mock^ 

my^ ^ No# thocfiMe be ye m)t modcerS)'' faidi 

4te Lord Ood of HoA% ^ Ipft yotic bands be 

^m^M t^xotvf^ (ifa« JamU. aa.) None buty^iik 

«n be gtiili^ of fiich things* Nor it the can«- 

tioci irfefefs, feeing it is foretold^ that the pr$^ 

f^n ^ tb^ Ja/t Umn JbauU hi nmhn. (Jttdb 

i8.) Such need no other evidence of their 

)ieiag the chiUren of the hnd-^wman. (See 

Qm^ xfti. 9t ID*) ^ Whilperin^ and laughiA|^ 

aiMl other irreverences of behavioor» at this oiu 

^itiaitce» are a provocation to God^ an affront 

Id the itiftittttion, a dHiUrbance to others^ and 

^a bad fign of a vain and camaL mind*.'' 

•4 3^^' ^^ mre ^admire the dhifu go$dn^^ 
towards infants. How illuftrionily do l\it fivi* 
reigntf of his love, the frtmefi of his graces 
the uU^fficimj of the Redeemer'i righteoufiiff& 
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wtbiut wffrks^ appear in ^ the baptifm of iofianu! 
What can they bring to Chrift for acceptance ? 
and yet they Vare receive. UaW bclplcfe^ and 
yet accepted ! What ah emblem is this child, of 
^eakn^fsy want, and i^vr(»thtneft i tod yet di- 
vine goodnefs does not overlook, nay, the arais" 
of mercy embracb. it.. How is human merit 
ibr ever difcoimtenanced I Far grei^er love 
and Qoinpaffion. does JeAis poffok towards, that 
tender babe^ than; its joyous ahd fond parents. > 

§ 33- 3«' Aw I 2L,fp€£lator oi xSm rite I fi> 
exprejQhre of human indigency > and .divioe 
bounty? fo flHking a ^iiplay of ^e* creatine's 
abfplute dependance, ai^ , high privilege ? Let 
me corJhhffy affent tp ihd important boiefits and 
ibiemn obligations,! "ivl^h my o#a (if the il^ 
voured fubjeft crf^. it). has laid me tmder-.^ Whe- 
ther I. afientor no^ the vi>w$) <>f God, .are 
upon me* G6d's jufli reqiiifttions are moct 
binding than ^I the vows, in the world be- 
*ilde. ■ i : V > . ■ ~ i. ^t . - : 

§ 34. 4. Am I a fpe3ator.o( t}m ordintott? 
How fhould «very ifueh ^c4&m ht ia<folfimn 
and feafonable .memhtoj refpo6Bng humai^ uor 
worthincfs and^ favereign. grace, O. my foul, 
what haft thou to^ boaft off Remember the 
rock from whence thou art hewn : how iiumb* 
ling the thought of thy original ! No fooner 
did i breathe the .vital air, than " the feeds of 
fin fprung up for death.'* Nat^irally heipleis, 
(more fo . than moft animals), and morally de- 
filed, is the moft di^nguifhed of mortals. 

Royal 
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Royal blood b contaminated with fin; all 
tKe care and attendance of a palace have no 
tendency ta remove the guilt and pollution 
even of its infant inhabitant. , But O the be- 
nignity and rich grace of that God, whofc 
mercy beams forth not lefs on the poor cot« 
tage, than the fumptuous palace ! ** Who is. like 
unto the Lord our ' God who dwcUeth on high ! 
Who humbleth himfelf to behold the things 
that are in heaven, and in the earth! He 
mifeth up the poor out of the -duft, and lifteth 
the needy out of the dunghill; that he may 
let him with princes, even the princes of his 
-people* He maketh the barren woman to keep 
houfe, and to be a jo3rful mother of children, 
Praife yc the Lord." (Pfa. cxiii. 5 — 9.) 

In beholding that infant let me be reminded, 

how the kingdom of heaven is to be received, 

"As a free ^^ bellowed on the undefervtng. If 

^ever.I be admitted into the kingdom of 'glory, I 

muft enter iirft into the kingdom of grace. And 

as ' the fubjefl of grace I ^ am fafpve in the 

hand of mercy. How juft and holy the requi- 

Jhions of the fupreme Governor'^ and yet how 

beholden to the fovereignty of grace if received 

to >ele(Ual blifs. Let me not be ignorant or 

forgetful of this myftery, " left I be wife in 

my own conceit." O the depth of the riches 

both of the wifdom and knowledge of God ! 

How unfearchable are his Judgments, and his 

ways of. mercy paft finding out ! — Who hath 

firft given to him, and it (hall be recompenfed 

0.4 t# 
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to him a|^ ? For «f him, tiw^o' hite> and 
to IkiBH are all things. To v^hom b€ glory 
.£9r evor. Ameo.^' (Rom. ki.} 

i 35- 5« liow .4io Acy maiUtte the defigo 
.4>f diriftisioity wfco tiar ^ tkt fed from the 
jiims^ ohart^r. What ! do v^'f iK^^dge ta 
:^ir tbUdr«n b<k1 pofierity, tbe ^Kcraal «vi* 
deiK^ with whii;h <brift|anity i§ tpceommtiuicd? 
;G<h1 cQH^efoeods to confirm fak charter with 
thiiB fe^l, a^ ap adAiim^l ividin^ to tnreiy fulyoft 
jl^ his iUnQdogi-p-that hf i# and wiil be true 
,9«d ^itl^^ul to bis wofd of pri^mife; as a 
c perpetual mith0 and encqunigfinent to turn to 
(Gp^ mi live* .1^^ mty ihta^r^ aever^ wid»* 
onf n dfvinfi ijAJMiidioa, imitate a condyfi 
which nwiUaiex the motivee to faiti^ to r^eot- 
nm^ .lohapprnff^ in a.^o¥eaiM Qod, at (hat 
.¥^)Mh dfOios b^pMioi to cl^Uiea 4o«p. Aie 
jhe. foUc^wiog woid% iiji rcfirrmce to tbis coa- 
•dii^ tM lArpf^gf: ** If v>y (houW isxifft».fL 
:4e$gn. $0 Hfl^. iii!( that l>y ^omvuflioo ^m 
-Chriil ill many . nations of theji^ori^ is .hsyp*. 
pily ^ 4pne, . d^eifc copld ^t I believe a m»i 
-r^dy^p^aji i()ia^ this b^ fowd to effed it^ tho' 
i tbd^ .tM take it in h^md, are far from any 
&2ch/dft%^ ift itV .On i;he cpmra^, I can- 
..not help thjpiKii^ th>it the follQwit^ wcm^ ^f 
Dr. OirsiPy opoceming a i^^i^^ d4xy of h$ly rtfi^ 
[(.tmaaih mta^mlis,) may ^e fitly applied Do 
4tbe lpift£\ioe tf mfa0U h^iptifm: ^ Amongft all 
ithd outward itaMis of conveying ^ the pr^tut 

c. * BiAKS»*t Pref, to Pr. For p*t Dial, 
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g^Herathfiy that teti^im vfUck W^^ tt llfft Utt^ 
and cWiv^ed artto men by Jfefu^ Chrift and 
his apofUe^ there hath beeii mm mbr^ <itfte» 
ttiai, thswi thfe cathdrek tittirttemipt<*d 6bferv^ 
<ten 6f foth a'*-r/f?» 

§ 36. 6. How tA^/ afe thdfc ^ho paitldw 
pare of the things flgfilAcd by this ordlnaftpt f 
T hey afe bom, not 6ftly oJF i(;^/<fr, but alfcf oiF 
the Spirit. They are jUftified freely by gfae^ 
and purified by the blood of ChrSL They 
'b^ve^^ th^ >;ca(hifig <rf regeneratiofi, ^nd fCnew- 
iftg of the Ht>Iy Ghoft. The covenant of gfaed^ 
hOf billy ih Its e^cternM admmiftfatiofl, but ih 
its internal eflkacy, has fouhd therti Out, and 
made them the favoured recipients of Hdtfutjec^^ 
ivOe love 6f the Father, * grace 6f the Son, an4 
feltowfhip Of tfie Spirits To have the light df 
gof^d <liy, irid giorioa^ truths eidhibited 16 
Vievy^, mult needs be ineflimable ptiViJegeS ; but 
to receive ftoiTi the farhe beneficent,, evetkfting 
fburce of g6od, e)es to behold, eart? to heat,, 
hands 16 receive^ and a heart to improve" thefc 
bleffmgs, how ihconeeivibly great the privilege I 
O Lord, « Whit is ffian that thOU ait thus 
mindful of hte ? and tile f6n <tf mail that thou 
thus vifiteft . him !" How defifaWe then the 
tiA'pyUU 6P tM% Ho^v Ghost, O that 1 
may be t^M xh6 h^ppy> happy MsJl^A of it,. 
according to the promife, ^ Ht Jhalt ha^ti^e- 
jou with thi Mdfy GAg^/*—May I ccJnftantly 
bieatthe after thi$: blelfthg,, tthtH i!te ^oftolidt 

* £xerdtationft on the S&bbafeh. Fi^JjuA^ 
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prayer.be anfwered in me« (Eph. lU.. i6 — 19,} 
^^ That he would grant me,*^ and all his chil- 
dren, "according to the-riqhes of his glory, 
to be ftrcaigthened with might by his Spirit in 
the inner man ; that Chrift may dwell in my 
heart by faith \ that I, being rooted and ground- 
ed in love" — love to God who firft loved me, 
and the unfeigned love of the brethren, as well 
as unlimited benevolence to all mankind — "may 
be. able to • comprehend, with all faifits, what is 
the breadth, and length, and depth and height ; 
and to know the love of ChriA, which paf- 
feth knowledge; that I might be filled with 

ALL THE FULNESS OF Goo/* Jmetl. 

• ^ 37« Thus have we attempted to (hew— 
(Chap. L) That the notion of Mr. B<. and 
other Antipcedobaptifls concerning pofitive , Infti-- 
tutions and inferential reafoning^ when applied to 
.the ordinance of bapti/m^ is untenable — (Chap. 
II.) That the general nature and ufe of bap- 
tifm is to exhibit and confirm the bleilings of 
the covenant, as the feal of God, aflixed to 
his own merciful grant— (Chap. III.) That it 
is the will of Chri/lj that the infants of be- 
lieving, o? chridian parents, ihould be baptized 
— (Chap. IV.) That the words baptize and 
haptifm are generic iermsy comprehending different 
fjpecific modes of application— (Chap*. V.) Wc 
have alfo anfwered the moft capital objeSfions and 
ivaftons of our opponei^ts — and (Chap. VI.) 
Endeavoured to ppint out fome important prac^ 
iicai ufe$ 4A Pccdobaptifiiu — iFrom the whole 

I 
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I venture to dedace this concluding corol- 
lary, viz. 

CorolL That infsuit baptifm is not only 
agreeable to tbe Will of Chrid^ but aUb is, in 
its own nature of a very ufeful^ pra^ical tendency. 

As this work was not undertaken or profe- 
cuted) with a view to fofter a party fiirit^ but 
to promote the unhn 9/ chri/iians ; not fo much 
to maintain a tenety as to inyeftigate triab^ not 
to promote the honour of z particular deno- 
mination, but to fubferve, with his bleffing^ 
the gl(H7 of God our Saviour j I now humbly 
dedicate the whole to the Divins Institu- 
TOR, being ftrmly perfuaded that he will accept 
It, however iinperfe^ as a Defence of Truth ^^ 
^ a work of fiiith and labour of love/' 



Q.6 AP. 
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Contents of the Appendix. 

§ I. IntroduSfion. (I.) The firft clafi of ohjtC'- 
tiom about the mqj>e, § 2. Pajfages objeSted 
to. § 3. Mr. B*s Exordium^ retorted. ^ 4. 
His feeming denial^, that learned men are di-^ 
vided in their judgment about the term baptifm^ 
unreafonable and contrary to plain faSl. § 5— 
15, ObjeSiions^ anjwered. § 16-^30. (II.) The 
fecond clafs of obje^ions about the subjects ari^ 
fwered. 

§ i.rji OME time after Mr. B. publiftied his firft 
a3 edition of Poedobaptifm examined, I pub- 
lifhed a new edition of Mr. Morr ice's ^^ Soci^ 
Religion Exemplified," with Notes ; in which notet 
I dropped a few remarks, as occafion offered, 
on the fubje£t$ and mode of baptifm, and took 
notice, wifh due refped^, of Mr. B.'s publica- 
tion. In his fecond edition, greatly enlarged, he 
takes particular notice of my obfervations. Now, 
tho' I think hie has not brought one objec- 
tion of plaufibk force, whi^h is not virtually 
and fairly anfwered in the preceding pages, yet 
fince, he has honoured my remarks, with a pretty 
clofe attention, and at fome length, it may be 
expeded that a more exprefs and direct reply be 
made to his principal exceptions* 

. It 
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It may be necefl&ry alfo to obferve^ that 
ttff ItiVw Mr. Jomr Homct kBil poittftf^ 
after Mr. B/$ firft edition came out, a Sermon, 
intitled, ^^ Infant Baptiim- ftated and defended." 
This DiFcourfc and one of my Notes, contain, 
ing expreffipns of a fimil^r tendency, Mr. B. 
takes eccafwin to introduce Us together, like 
brother tf adeftnfen of ; the fame firm^ thus : 
« Meffrs. Williams and Hors^V," or'*Meflrs. 
Horsey and WiLLiAMs*.'* His firft clafs of 
oljeftions refers to the mode, - 

§ z.. (I.) 1 HAO exprefled myfelf (Si/cial Rg- 
Bg. p' 131) as Allows : ** As the moft enlinent 
criticks, commentators and lexicographers -ate 
divided in their verdifl, refpe£Ung the accepta- 
tion of the verb Bapti%o^ and. confequently the 
Intention of o«r Saviour'* command m ha^thi \, 
and i» iA\t,prtifii^ of^ dHcjples,' whence we 
-ftould gather in whaC feiilfc 'tfi«y underfldod it^ 
\i attended** with eohfideraMe JRfficulty,, trtien 
trduccd * to any one mvariarbte metfto4*^we 
-fhouM vjrf^y it accofdtng to cirtumftanctSj and 
in proportion as dettionftraWe evideA^e is wanC<- 
ingj rdfer tiie mode to the private Jod^em of 
the perfott or perTon^ concertied.** A*r# Hor- 
sey liad otrttrred (ttrf. Dapf. Stated and Dc£ 
p. 15; I'&j !/• *^^- 2d.) i That the' word fay- 
tifm \» "art cqoi^ocaf, open, getteral tcmr.*'— 
That nothing is determined by H -ftBrther than 
this> ^ that water fhbuld be appHed to the fub* 
jtA in fotne form or ^her^'-^That ** the mode 

of 

• Podob* Ixaiflb Vol* !• p. ~ic<» S05» &c^ 
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<rf ufe," 18 ** only the ceremonial part <^ a 
pofidve inftitittei juft at ki the fupper of our 
Lord, the ti^ie of day, the number and pos- 
ture of communicants, the quality and quantity 
•of bnad and wine, are drcumftsmces not ac- 
£OiuiW eflential by any party of chriilians"'^ 
That ^< fprinkJing, pourtog, and plunging are 
l^rfedUy equivalent, equally valid — And, that 
^ if our Liord had defig^d to cotifine his i^ 
lowers to a particular mode, occlulive of all 
others^" lie would hardly have ufed ^ an ope» 
jeaeral temi (b<»ii3>^}," but ^ a word decide 
und Kniited io its import." He addi> ^ Tbr 
^rdek iangw^ would have fumiChed him with 
terms tnd^utid>Iy precife and exa6l. Of tUf 
^ind have been reduxied, and I think prQpcti]% 

j^Am^x)^^ mAmmS^^^ mMvw or auAU^*^ Q^Qt 10 

% ^«^ and fiv^mj* TMs was what »e hof 
oeftly exposed to the fHiUlc ey^ and Mr. & 
^qfiplpys his pia^iUe pea for about firty fugn 
in depredating our commodity. * 

§ 3* In general, by way of eaccndium,. he re»* 
|)re(eiits them 9» Jirangi things, '^ Such.at^ the 
<f yi^w$,'' lays 0ur oppp^ent, " and fiich is the 
(^ language of Mfiflrs^ WfhhiMMs and HonsaY:: 
f* to vAnom' I :mgy fay, as the Atlienians to 
^ Paul, ITou bring artain STRAnraE things ta 
'* o$ir i^rsj uft would tbertfQre know what titp 
^^ things mean %.** In reply to -this, in general, 
we cbearf^lly inform, our Qi^rift, and aU whoca 
4 cpncwiS) tbav i^ Paul, wt care not how 

ftrang4 

\ Ibid, p, t05« 



,y Google 



354 Afptndt^n 

Jirangi thefe things may found Irt the ears of 
•^our oppofers, provided they be true things. 
We moreover add, in the language of that 
fioble champion with whom we are honourably 
dafled, mutatis mutandis^ ^ Vc Antipwdobapti/hy wc 
-perceive that in all theft things ye are too fuper- 
ftitious/' However, let us. proceed to particulars. 
$ 4. I HAD affcrtcd : ** That the moft emi- 
nent writers are divided about the acceptation 
of the term haptiza,^* This poijtion Mr. B. 
lietms not to allow^ But is it not truly afto^ 
iniihing, that this adept in baptifmal re(earche% 
'makes the leaft heRtation refpeding n faS ib 
notorious that he who runs may rea^ it! If 
my portion be not juft, it muft- be cming td 
either of thefe two things -*« that Mr. B., on 
-behalf of himfelf and fraternity, rgeAs the con^ 
i>Hmem therein defign^ them, as being in the 
number of the moft- Hmmnt writers; ---or clfe, 
that *^ the greateft men that ever filled the 
profelfor's chair, or adorned the Proteftant pul- 
pit," ixt a fet of igmramufrs or dowttright Ajr- 
focrites. If he does not choofe to al»de by 
either of thefe coniequences, he is obliged to 
admit the force of my pofitidn. For what oath 
be more evident, on the otie hand, . than that 
Mr. B. the Doftors Stenkett, Gill, GnA.le, 
&c. contend that the term in queftion fignifi^ 
0niy and excluftvdy td dip ; and, on the bthd", 
that a far greatef number of the moft eminent 
Poedobaptifts ftrenpoudy affirm, that a fubjeA 
iHi whom water is poured or fprinkled is pro- 
perly 
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>erly baptized. Is not. this a Mvided opinion I 
Nay, can any two propofitions be more contra* 
d^ory than thefe ? A fubje<a fprinkled is bap* 
tiz^d; and) a fubje<£i fprinkled is not baptized. 
* The one party contends that baptifm is a ^#- 
mric term, th^ other that it is a Jpicific ttrtom 
Now thofe who hold the term to be a genus^ 
4enotiQg a ceremonial purification by water, 
inuft of <x>urie allow that dip^ng agrees with 
their de^finiAion* And bi does affufton. And 
what is . the mference i That a gr^at number 
9f tb^ liQoft etiiineat writers, and not a few of 
t^ofe prqdu^d by Mr. B. in favour of his hypo* 
thefis, diflfer fffentiaJSn^ from all the patrons of the 
4jjfinthtiiy of dipping T in baptifm. 
. OuK Atithor's tnofi vnigbty- obje£Uons, as they 
fVppear to me, may, ^ be. ^itanged in.^e: foUowr 
ing manner. 

§ 5. (i) His iirft ^jUiipH if, that our acr 
count c^ the word B^tptixo^ if true, ^^ would 
gieatly impeach the legiilative chara£ter of Je* ^ 
fus Chrift*." To this I reply. That fuch methods 
of vindicating the l^i(lative cliara<Slisr of Jefus 
Chrift, that difcover fo fond a prediledion for 
hypothefis as to fly in the face oi Jtubborn faSis^ 
feem more officious tlun folid, and better adapt- 
ed to make and confirm infidels, than to re* 
flc<a honour on the LegiOator. The " ambi* 
gnity we fpeak of" we apprehend to h& fafi i 
and whatever our Lord enaded in faiSl, is acr 
knowledged to have been A-om diftgn\ and 

whatever 

* Ibid. p. zo5« 
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whatever' he defigned -therein, touft be hcly, fA 
and good}' as all tis laws are. It therefore fd* 
lows, that our arMgnky (if this term tnuft be 
f^almed upon us) is fuch as exclttdcS all nwf 
'iefi^. Bat let Mt. B. know, Aat we ^ i^t 
fbppotir, nor will admit, that there it w^iff 
tirtaiti to be gathered firom the term. And let 
liim further know, that all the wtctrtmtOy we 
mckno^^ge, begins precifdy at the p6int where 
he and we differ, Oiir worthy lAeM cnlifl^ d* 
!ow, that to bapthze impOfh* ii nSgipus' ujH if 
toattri fo far we agrte, Bot hfe got^ JkHh&^ 
in! eotitends that plunging m water is itfintid 
to the tcrtn ; in this We diffir. 
. In hopes of ^/Tmn^n;^ rttthor than "widetun^ 
the diflBnrence between us and our b re th ren, I 
proj^bfed, ** to' wrr^ the method according fb 
circumlbmees/' For inffa^ice, if any throogk t 
confcientions fdKipIe pnfirred immerfi^n for thek 
thiWren, or for ' themfehres, if -not bajHized^ •%»- 
fbfe, that for peace* iake^ we comply. TMs 
'wiis prbj^dfiid fr6m a ptinc}pl6 of temkmds to 
weJlwmeaning peribns Who thought for thettrMvei. 
And it was affo faggcfted tis ii Wsqr t)f twanSfi^ag 
« liberal hnpartiality. But this Wefr-mcaft* ocm- 
ciliatmgTphnfeemsto'hive emted my opponmt^ 
peculiar difpleafare/ The manner in which tlus 
idea has been teceived, miakes me,^ though re- 
lodtant, to infer, that the mdre- mode^e afid 
candid our attempts are for a Mfekidly a<?eobn«M. 
xiation, the m^re *fliali Wc *e refiftcdf ^tcefN: Ae 
conYerfion be complete. 

: ' S 6. (2) Oun 
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§ 6. (a) Our author a^n obyeds : Oar Lord 

*< gave a command /« baptize » by which it i& 

uniycrially imderftood, tliat he dcfigaed the pciw 

formance of a fmgle a^ion ; for nobody fuppofes 

tteit iprinkjiog) poMria^ aod plunging^ moil aU 

be tmite^ tQ: coiUUtuie baptifm*." But who does 

iM^t fc^ that this 13 a mere quibble? Now in 

foi&tfl fit^ does thi& law reqiure a finglt aQ of 

i^^e^ence? It lQeii;» in this«-that fprinkling^ 

youri^^ a^d pkm^ng> ^uie not all united to coa-* 

^fx^ ba^ifipc^ but muft be ufod fingly. But 

dm^ my oppc^pent mean to fuUHtute this fophi£? 

tkat feuftii^ of teraw for aiguaient? I>oe« 

not every generic temi necejarify termimte in a 

&tgh 49&ioH^ a& tisus term^ to furifyy ta aminty 

ta c^nfi^^^aU^ to fan&ifjh to prcfelfih ^ *«^*> to 

il9i7/(^ &c. ? Yet np oae will fay, that (uch a 

t^rro is fpecUic^y l^n^d to one aftion, ib that 

it is the 4i>fr aaioa thai; could have been ujfed. 

^h« ^bicxaioa has x^ force but ^n proportion a$ 

the ot^^E^ bfgs ^e'^HJcfSoEi in debate, viz* 

Thfttthe^commaaditf baptize requires ^fingUa^l 

of obedience in fuch a faife^ that it c$uli not have 

jte^min^ted upon any oth^r fpecifically diffbvint* 

Jt is tberefoiei insunnbent on him to prove, if he 

Q(^ (for'this. fee ^ n^ done hitherto) that "^vii^ 

omludks ev^, idfSfi but that of dipjang^ in its 

U(S^^^ g)«aBif«- Nor is he thereby caUed to 

prove a ncgatWej for the queftion being about 

tiK acceptation of a word, and eight out of tea 

«riticks> tQ. fpeaj? within moderate bounds, arc 

againft 
• Ibid. p. 107. 
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agamft him ; k remains for him to prove them 
either incompetent judges^ or abandoned rebels againft 
the authority of Chrift, before his point can be 
cftabliflied. 

' § 7. (3) Akotheh objeSion is, " That to fiip- 
pofe baptifm to be a general term, it to impute 
to the divine command fach obfcurity as is in- 
compatible with the general principles of law j 
efpecially a pofitive law." • Hence we are remind- 
ed, That " a law dejignedly obfcure is fitted for 
nothing fo much as to multiply crimes and punifli- 
ments. Such a law is unjujl and cruel \ con- 
fequcntly, could • not' proceed from our divine 
fovereign*/' To this we reply, 
< I. TiTAT a law dejignedly obfcure^ without 
any penal fan£tion, is the moft innocent thing 
in the worid. If it argues any thing bad in 
the legilhtor, it is foUy^ not cruelty and.injuftice* 
• 2. Our opponent muft allow, that it is not 
only poffible, but 'sl real fASl^ that the. beft of^ 
laws, .human and diving, are irlSeterminate or 
obfcure (if you pleafe) in fome reJpeSfSy While they 
are fufRcicntly explicit in others, Wliat a wife 
legiflator intends ftiould be underftbod and com- 
plied with, he will' make fuffictently clear and 
determmate; but what is npt fo, docs not^ 
properly fpeaking, make a part of the flatute^ 
And this is eminently the cafe in thofe laws that 
are czWcdfo/itive, 

In perfedl confiftence with this remark, wc 
regard the law of baptifm. We are certain it 

implies 

• Ibid, p. 106, 
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implies a cereTnomal purification by water ;. but fee 
no reafon to conclude, that it fignifies immerfion 
exclufively. Wiiile then we confider the laft idea 
as uncertain^ or rather very ohjcure^ it i^ no part 
of our duty to comply with it. As far as the 
law is plain, it claims obedience; but as far as 
it is . indeterminate, it leaves the fubjeA free. 
Therefore, as far as the eJentialUy of dipping 
doe^ not appe^ in the divine mandate, we are 
right in oppofmg this baptid principle as a fpecies 
of will-worihip. .Let any ufe dipping, and that 
invariably, in preference to any other mod^ but 
do not m^c that ejfential to the ordinance, and 
we have no controverfy with them. We have to 
do only with thofe who make that a part of bind* 
ing authority, which our Lord has left defignedly • 
Afcure. A wiji' legislator, in proportion as he 
would have his laws underftood and obeyed, will 
m2i£i them .in a plain and determinate manner; 
Jefus Chrift is fuch a lawgiver ; but as fd^. B/s 
Import of the term appears to by far the 
greateft number of competent judges very obfcure^ 
the inference is plain,— the eflentiality of dipping 
in baptizing was never intended by Chrift to be 
a part of his law. We do not fay, " that fuch 
a law (hould be exploded as obfolete-f* but that 
** in regard to us it never was promulged.'* For 
** can^it be fuppofed that our Lord would give 
a pofitive law of divine worihip; a law that is 
obligatory on the moft illiterate of his real difci- 
ples, in the very firil ftage of their chriftian 
prbfefTion \ and yet expref J it in fuch ambiguous 

language 
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hnguage, that the moft wife and emineiit of all 
his followers cannot now undeiftand it,'* Ho 
that (5an believe it, let him. 

§ 8. ARirroTLE well obfenF^, Ttuit ^ thofe 
AJngs arc prebMe Aat appear fi> to ^r/^ to the^ mojt^ 
otiothe wife\ and to iiJ7the(e^ to «^(rfthen% 
or to thofe who are beft ICnow^ amt repu- 
' taWe*/* If this be a true crtteridTiy taxf w« 
not renture to (ay^ that pr^a^hf our Lord n^vtr 
inaiiei what Mr. B. contends for, vis« That 
every idea but that c^ immerfion is^fnbtded from^ 
fkt ChriHSan rite ii^ queftion ; or if he did in^ 
tend it, that it is left vtry ^bfcun^ Again: 
« Baron MoNTiaquiBU obfenpes, The flfle [rf 
laws} (hould be pUnn and fimpk\ a direft ex« 
pceflion bdng always belter underftood than an 
indired one,— It is ani eflential article th« die 
words of the laws (hould [be adapted to} ex- 
cite in every body the feme ideas f.** H tbefo 
remarks be conformable to the true fpirit rf taws^ 
ive again infift^ that M^. B/s hypothefis was* 
aever divinely injoined. * For to what piir- 
pofe is a law cenfidered as obligatory, when^ 
the moft learned, (agacious, and tmpaftiia) c«mot 
underftand it f " It is* plain, " no pofttive law is^ 
obligatory till promoted : in othor words, it ig 
not a law. For what is nteant by the* term ienv^ . 

but 

/AaX»£r)« yi^ct^pi/AOK, x«» tyJisloi^. ArxSTOT", Topic. 

Lib. I. Cap. i, i -/. ' ; 

f Spitit of Laws, B. xxix, Ch. xvi. and Podob. Eiain« Vol* I. p» 105. 
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biit a rule 9/ a^hn pttkxibcd by foycrdgn au- 
thoiity ? It cannot however be a rule of a<5tion, 
any further than it is made known.'* Agreeabte 
to this, i» the following language of Sir Wil- 
liam Blackstone i ^ A bare refolution con-' 
" fined in the brcaft of the legiflator, without 
" manifefting itfelf by fome external llgn, can 
*' never be properly a law. It is rcquifite that 
^* this refolution be notified to the people who 
**.are to obey it*/* Hence it follows, by 
A*iST0TLE*s rule, that the ejintiality of dipping 
in chriftian baptifin has not, with regard to us, 
been promulged. " If the trumpet gives an. 
uncertain found, it is all one as if it were not 
JiundeiL'* But we kitreat of Mr. B. not to for- 
get, that we fpcak of a want of clearnefs^ and 
confequcntly non^obligation^ only with refpeift to 
that very point wherein he and wc, and I may 
add, he and moft of his Pcedobaptift witnefles 
differy viz. That /9«^1i{w in the New Teftament> 
that is, in the ceremonial and facramental fenfc 
of it, ahfolutefy excludes all other modes of purifi- 
cation but that of immerfion. 

§ 9. (4) It is again urged, " That fuppofing 
the word baptijm^ in diflFercnt connexions, is 
ufcd in varioui acceptations ; fuch as immerfion^ 
majhingy pouring, and fprinkUng ; yet that is not 
a fufficient reafon for pronouncing the word equi* 
vocal. Otherwife we (hall find comparatively 
but few terms in any language that are not 
R equivocal 

* Comment. Vol, I« InUod. St£t. H. and Potdob. Exam. VoL I* 
p, 106, J 07. 
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e^vocal and of dubious meaning.*' On this 
I would obfervc, ' 

That all generic terms in the laws of God 
and men muft necejfarlhf be equivocal and du- 
bious) fo far as we contend with refped to the 
term baptifm, viz. That they do not fix the 
mode of adiion j as contradiftingui(hed from thofe 
of determinate fpecification. Terms being redu- 
cible to this twofold diftrib^tion, it is evident 
that ii wife legiflatof will ufe one or the other 
fcMl according to the defign he hds in view* If 
he means to require of his ftibjeSs the perfor« 
mance of a duty in a certain fpeclfic manner^ he 
will employ fpecijic terms. Thus if our Lord's 
defign had been, in the cafe before usj to enjoin 
the chriftian purification by water in the way of 
fprinkling exclufwely^ we (hould have had a word 
conveying that idea ; or perfvfion exclujivefy^ the 
term would have been accordingly*^ or plunging 
exclufpuely^ the expreffion woult) have been fuch 
Is could agree, in the conne£Hon where found, 
with no other action. If the language in which 
the law is promulged does not afford fuch a word 
as abfolqtely confines the fubje<5): to one fpecific 
a£fcion, the remedy lies eafy in a circumlocution, 
or an explanatory claufe. If the. duty, in general^ 
be required, without fpecifying the mann^ of 
performance, it is evident that the iiibjed is 
defignedly left at liberty to adopt any manner 
in which the general duty may be performed. 
And pofitive duties being no further enjoined 
than they are made known, it is plain that the 

law 
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km ofnatur^^ t)r feme prior revelation is our guide, 
where the former is not excludingly reftri£tive« 

Let us luppofe, for illuftration' fake, that God»: 
by one of his prophets, (hould of old ena^ 
That all the priefts in the holy land were to 
PURIFY ly water all the families of Ifrael, on a 
certain day, as preparatory to fome folemn tranf- 
^icm* The mandate goes forth, and the ad>^ 
vantages oonnedted with compliance are clearly 
fignified* Accordingly, the obedient priefts and 
tribes obferve the divine lignal ; and imraedi- . 
ately tubi their attention to the manner of doing 
what is thus indefinitely commanded. Some 
-obferve that the tngnner is very immateriaiy for 
this plain reafon, that no particular mode of 
purification by water was fpecified. Tlwy alfo 
obferve, that religious purification by water was 
wont to be performed either by wajhing the whok 
b^dy^^ or by Jprinkling it only. Some therefore* 
are purified by one mode^ and fome by another i 
.the d^gn of the law is equally anfwered by each, 
and Che lawgiver is well pleafed. But there are 
fome in the land who take it into their heads, that 
by the phrafe purify by water is meant fpiritual 
purity, and rejeft the idea of material water. 
Others^ who fixed upOn. the mode of wajhing 
the whole body in ibme river or bath, reckoned 
their neighbours, who adopted that o( fprinJtlir^ 
water on the body^ or %part of the body, yet un» 
clean \ and thus argued, ^ This purification is 
an emblem of moral purity, which Jehovah re- 
hires .in all that approach him ; now that purity 
R 2 muh 
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muft be either partial or cbftiplctp. 1^ tte 
former,, our aeigHbomrs themftlves'-bein^ judg^ 
It muil, therefore, be the latler. Of perfed pu- 
rity, then, this purification is eitbar an expreffku 
.embteoiy or it is not« If not, why fuch a. ritual 
fervice a{^kued in pt^^eiWQe to aay other thut 
might have exhibited thebleffing in a hx mon 
.ftriking point of iigbt« Befides^ ^ cbo^maild 
to furify by water muft intend the {lerferoiaooe 
of a JiitgU iUftM i and to feppofe it means dtbar 
thisy tbatj or the^ otbery muft j^roceed from the 
4Ufipud obkunty of ^19 law itfelif) amlfuchi 
la^iv is fitted for nothii^ fo muctfi us to mullipfy 
crimen and puniftunents i nay, fuch m Ittw ia vO^ 
juft and cruel s coniequendy, ,eould not f^roceed 
from our divine Sovereign." The dtbers rtj^: 
<< We admit yours to be valid, and only cbiki 
from you the lame induljgepce; you -know tHui 
Uth modes .h;^e .been long in ufe, «iid the \am 
does npt fpecify ^ther. . Had yimr ^mode boea 
iffenti^L^ jpr had k been exciufivdy -defifpted by 
our Great Sovereign, he would have taken cm 
to inform us of it^ Butiince he hat not, we 
are unreafonably compelled by your tSi o£ uni- 
formity. Befides, Jehovah himMf has appomtcd 
the nK)d^ of fpHnkling as. ah embtem of roonl 
pufifying, ^and pronounces tl|e .pei^Goa». fb ^Miri- 
riM, ^^ tlecm.** I aKk cotnmon feofe^ whcdicr 
there is any thing unreafonable in fueh a hm ? 
And whether thecondu6k of thfc former partf be 
not firoogly marked with rigid j imreafenayt fio- 

guhricy, 
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gul»rky, hotwithdanding their, pretence of ho- 
nouring the authority of *the lawgiver ? 

§ 10. (5) Wk are again afked : "In the name 
of common fenfe and common impartiality— 
Why fhouM that emphatical and enafting term 
0a7r%^uy be fingled out as remarkably equivocal? 
Why reprefcnted as oifcure to^fuch a degree, " that 
the moft eminent criticks^ commentators and 
lexicographers are divided in their verdift about** 
—what? Its primary meaning? far from it. 
Here we think Mr. Williams is under a grofs 
miftake.** In anfwer, I obferve, 

i/ That the epithets equivocal and oh/cure are 
none of mine, Mr. Horsey indeed fays that 
the word baptifm 1? ^^ zn equivocal^ open, general 
term ;'* nor is he lingular in ufing the firft of 
thefe three: for he inight plead in his defence 
precedents of np mean rank. Two of thefe al 
prefent occur to ren^embrance^ which I fliall 
here infert. The firft comes from the pen of 
Dr. John Owen, one of the greateft divines the 
laft century produced. Having quoted Mark i. 8. 
John i. 33. and A£ls i. 5. he obferves : •* In 
every place it [the terna /3«wl»^af] cither fignifies 
to four^ or the expreffion is E(^i vocal*,'* 
The crthcr' example comes recommended by fucK 
a company of literary criti^As as ftand in a high 
rank among the literati of the prefent age. The 
Monthly Reviewers, who cannot be fuf- 
pe^ed of prejudice againfl immerfion, as appears 
from their Literary Journals^ much Icfs can they b« 
R 3 charged 

# Tna on Iiif» Biipt. ted Dif ping. A^. Xk^lf^ of %!»• ^. |t ^ 
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charged with notorious incapadtjr to form- \ 
judgment on the me«ning of a. Greek word, 
ivritc thus : . ** We cannot wholfy fubfcribe to 
this opinion ; [i. e. that there muft be an im-» 
mer&on to conftitute baptifm, whether that imr 
merfion be total or partial }] though we acknow-^ 
ledge there are many authorities to fuppcnrt it 
atnong the antients. The ^ord Jmptizi doth 
certainly fignify immeriion, abfolute and total 
immerfion, in Josephus, and other Greek wri- 
ters. But this word is in fome degree EQUI- 
VOCAL ; and there are fome emintnt Grui 
Jchoiars who have afTehed that immerfion is not 
mcejfartly included in baptifm/' After having 
made fome critical obfervations they add thefe 
remarkable words ^ " We have not yet feen 
any thing on this fubjc<Sl that )xi\ki tkoroughly 
Jatisfied us*." Whether the prefent publication, 
if they (hall think proper to read it, will contri- 
,bute any thing towards their " thorough fatis- 
fedion," is to vat uncertain. — Again, 

2. Supposing I had faid, tbat the mod emi- 
nent writers are divided about the primary mean- 
ing of the controverted term, I deny the charge 
of having been under a grofs miftake ; in fupport 
of which denial it would be eafy to produce 
numerous inftances. But to avoid repetitions, 
(vid. Chap. iv. pajpm) 1 would only remark, that 
Mr. B. and fome others, on the one hand, 
confider the primary meaning to be dippings or 
putting in waterj &c. ; and many of the firft 
rate criticks, on the other hand, confider the 

V . primary^ 

• Monthly Rcricw, Vol, UCX, p. J96. 
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primary^ obvious, natural import to be general^ 
as to tingey tp witj to wafi^, &c. And that thfs 
is the real fignification of it, even ip a primary 
philological fenfe, I think has been fully proved. 
I fay, " primary philological,'* becaufc 

3. There is a manifeft and important dif- 
ference between z primary philological or etymo-» 
lo^cal, and a primary legal meaning. The one 
by no means implies "*the other. On the con- 
trary, we are fully of opinion with the learned 
Gusset I us, who, when fpeaking of the two 
Hebrew roots Mul and Namal^ very properly 
(hews, and we think beyond all contradic^on, 
that the divine Legiflator in enafting his laws 
has adhially deviated from that very rule which 
Mr. B. would have us believe is invariably ob- 
ferved and inviolably facred^ And this in the 
matter of a pofttive law; yes, that very law 
which enjoins the obfcrvance of v^t St. Paul 
ftiles " a feal of the righteoufricfs of faith.*' 
With the afliftancc of a certain ingenious writer, 
let us hear him fpeak in Englifli, concerning 
thefe two Hebrew roots, thus: *^ Though they 
do not occur in- the conjugation Kal, except in 
the facramental or typical fignification of drcum- 
cifing ; yet this is not to be^ confideried as their 
primaryy but only as a fpecies of their general 
fignification of cutting ; which, therefore, is thehr 
propet meaning ^^ The genuine, general fignifi^ 
cation is to be fetched from Pfahn xc. 6. and 
cxviii. io.«" R 4 As 

• Comment EbwicK, fub Rad, ilfir/. and Pcedob. Efam, VoU I, 
p. lift Ii6i, . ^ • 
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As a. proof,, that it is not necefiaiy th^ 
^oris of a divine law (hould be interpreted 
according to their \frimary acceptation, we may 
further obferve, with the tranflator of the 
above paffage, That the word ^^ Jrelah is ufed 
for the forejkin ; but its general and leading idw 
is, as Dr. Taylor informs us, a fuperflucus 
incumbrance'^ and Mr. Julius Bate fays its 
PRIMARY meaning is, the top^ or protuberance* J' 
To which we may add Mr. Locke's rema]:l:| 
*' Whai words are tl^ere not ufed with great 
latitude^ and with fome deviation frotn their 
J!ri£f and proper fignifications J," even in dhiint 
Jaws? It does not^ then, follow, as Mr. B, 
Jnfinuates^ that the primary and legptl n^eaning 
maft be the fame -, for thefe jnilanccs demoJi<^ 
tlie fupjpofition. . Suppofing therefore, without 
granting,, that the.primary acceptation of /9**i*5Ew 
is to dip^ does it thence follow, that the Jacrar 
menial import tnuft be fp too? Noj for Mr, 
B. himfelf has fumi(hed us ..with inconteftiUe 
infjbmces to the contrary i. Let us then remcm* 
ber, that the primary etymofog^al acceptation of 
a term, ^s nq Cfatain rule to determine its pri^ 
mary liegal i9rce.j^^ What then muft determine} 
We anfwcr— The. meaixing is to be fought firom. 
the moft probable defign of the LcgiJOLator, col- 
lei^ed from former ftatutes, or the apparent 
nature and intention of the thing enjoinec^ thaj: 
isj, from the circMnytawes of the cafe. 

§ II. (6) We 

) Eilay on Human Voderft, B. U. Chap. vnii. §.r« 
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§ II. (6) Wt «ie moftoirer toH, « That 
fhe tmntner rf u/hq[ vaUny when baptifm is ad« 
mfmftered, b not a mere eircwnftancej but bap^ 
t^ itfetfi for iH> mini^ of HChrift can confif* 
cler his perfomiance of ^nkling, c^ pourii^ 
or of piungiag, in the fiiblimeft of all namcfl^ 
us any thii^ but the very aS of baptizing. 
If the manner of ufing water be z circusn/fancf 
6f ba^ifm, vrbat in the world can bsptifm kt 
fe^ be ? Now as acc<a:ding to Mr. HoRsBYf 
the manner of u^g water. is only a ciratnu 
^ance of bajtfifm— ^and as according Id Mn 
Williams, the moft eomient authors ane 4^* 
viAd m their verdid about what our Lord 
meant by^ it ; ail we can learn eonceming tht 
Mdinance is this : Baptifm is an unirmon form* 
things which has a connt£Hon with water*.*^ 
To this I reply, * 

I. That bur account of baptifin is fuffidentif 
intiUigiUt at leaft to smy who confider it im^ 
partially. If not, £id is my cafe diat I haw 
taken fo mu9h pains in (hewing what baptifiB 
is, and after all, my readers may perhaps mifi^ 
take it for LtviaAan / Yrhich alfo is an uH'^ 
hwwn fomeibing thai hat a conmSim with watef* 
We fay that baptifm is a chriftiaa ordihance^ 
wfaicb implies a cercmonisd ^arr^ir/i^n by water^ 
The proadiiKite genus is purification^ the ^pedlic 
^iflTercilce is, that it is a purification by a cere^ 
moniai or religions ufe of water. And I main^- 
lain that the ^xofcse fieicramental import of tbr 
R 5 word 

: f IMo^ £SMiWa» ntf^isf. 
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word fittTtUiMty m tte New Tctemcnt H ix^ 

huujied by - .this definkioii) without defcehdkig 

lower ill the differentia ; nor ote wc to wonder 

that there is not in bur language any one nmd 

of the fame import; for as Mr. Locice wdl 

remarks : It is ** obvious to obferre great fore 

of words in one language, which have not any 

that anfwer ^em in another. Which plainly 

^KWSy that thofe of one Country, by thek ctd*-^ 

toms and manner of life, have foimd occafion 

to maice feveral complex ideas, and give names 

to thenii whidi others never cdle£^ed into fpe* 

dfic ideas. The terms of our law whtdi : are 

not empty founds, will hardly find words that 

anfwer them in the Spofdjh or Italian^ no fem- 

ty languages ; much lefs, I *think, couM any 

one tranflate tHem into thit Carihee oo Wi^^e 

tongues.— Nay, if we look a littje moise nearly 

kito this ntatter, and exai^ compare (fiffexcnt 

languages, we fhaU find, that tho' they have 

-words which in traoflaticms s^nd didionaries are 

foppofed ^ anfwer one another, yet there is 

Icarcc one of ten amongft the names of complex 

ideas^ efpeciatly of mixed mocfes, that finds 

for the fiune {U'ecife idea, which the word does 

^at in didionaries it is rendered by^.'' What 

confirms the prc^iety (^ applyiog theft oUeiw 

vations of Mr. Locke to the term in oontro- 

verfy, is this, That mc^ tranfiators of tte ork 

ginal fcnptures into other languages fi>ttnd it 

neceflary to preferve in their tnmilations .the 

words 
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winrd^ ^mtK*^ and ^miu^iMy otily giving them 
n different termjnatkm, 03 haptijmusy haptifm^ 
^Mptinu^ &c. Indeed the BriitOi words bedydM$ 
and Myddy ufed in that veriion^ form a i:e- 
jxmrkoble exception ; I fay remarkable, becaufe 
they are neither the original words thc^elves 
with a different termination, nor yet are ever 
ufed to denote es^lufiv^y any one fpecific ac- 
tion whatever, as plunging, perfufion, fprink« 
lin^ or the like. They are generic terms that 
^gnifVf more exai^Iy than any others I know, 
tjbei^ ideas conveyed by the original terms, as 
we luve defined them. — I again remark, 

2. That what our opponent himielf £iys on 

this head, will help if neceilary to explain our 

meaning. For thus he writes; ^^ That various 

^particulars relatlhg to baptifm are merely cir« 

cumflantial, we readily. aIlow*-But it is quite 

: otherwife^ as to tbe .fikmn g/i of waier. For if 

tiat be omitted, baptifin itfelf is wanting f.'* 

It is a ruk with logicians, that ^lie definitioa 

and the thing defined are convertible. Here 

Mr. , B. calls baptifm, " The folemn ufe of 

. water;'' and again, this^ he fays,, is ^* baptifm 

*: kfelfl" We cannot, hdp wifliing that he wHl 

always al^ide by this definition, in hopes that 

it might help 'to introduce an amicable unign* 

If it be again s^ed, TVhat . mode of tjiis 

. fokmn ufe of water^ is - preferable ? We rejply, 

Such a mode as was already ejiabllfhed in the 

church, for ceremonial purification, iij'connec- 

. R 6 tion 

t f -n^ . J 
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tion yASx the fcriptural defigti of' t!he orfi* 
nance. And TuRiteTiHi78 aflures tis, ^ tlu< 
in the time of Chrtft, it was not poflible fer 
any Je>«^ either to J^eak of ftiA{>Mr, in r e f ere n ce 
to a facftd rite, or to underjimtd it tvfaenfpoken 
of, any otherwife than concerning the tft <if 
wajhingy imikerfhfn^w nffufim^*^ As to Mn B/s 
tudicrous fuppofition, that water may be applied, 
on Ottr principles, to the forehead, the eyes, the 
ears, the nofe, the mouth, - &c. we think it «i 
anfwcr better than it dcferves, when we (iy, 
TP7 have no fuch cuftomy nor the cbmrchtr^ 
God. ^ -* '"' 

3. Whew our JCxaminer, fays, " that im- 
merfion, pouring, and fprinkling, are not nurt 
circuniflancei of the appointment isnder dBiptite^** - 
we partly befieve him, and partly diibeHere tna. 
For if we confider the term ^^ drcwnft^mo**' 
with regard to the one particular manner of 
obfcrvance which is aSually adopted, then we 
may fay that this a£f is not a th-cumftance, 
but an effential part of the baptifin itjilf\ but 
if* we confider it in reference to a d^erent mofu 
jj/ier^ which, on thefuppofition, might have befcn 
adopted; then the- \ifihg of one mode in fte^ 
fennce to another, muft needs be a! drcmn/hmee^ 
For the mode »£hialiy declined msdces no fnrt 
i)f the fervicei and yet, on the« fuppofition, 

ndga 

t ** ,AUi Tcro temporisy fuo viicbat ClmAQt $ qoo pafRt^m 
|i rita hero neque dicere, ne^ue didom intelltgere qiiil^in Ju* 
it^ alittr potent, quam de Hnaiomis, Hmmrjinh, tot sfmfimU 
•as,** TbwI. Uq. XOi. Qpeft. ivUu § 4^ 
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might fa«ve made a part. What I li^re de£sofI 
is not the &A8i propriety of the wonl ^ cir* 
cumftance,'' but the idea evidently intend^ bgf 
it as now explained. If we only fubititiite the 
term ^ iptciesy* and all Mr. .B/s reafoniog on 
die expreffion ^ nun artumflan^^^ as ^ con- 
tnuy to fcrqpture, to fa£^ and to common 
fai^V is qiute difaimed. 

But ^^ the Roman Catholics have teen coa- 
ftsuirly rcrid by Proteftamts, that a farticipotim 
•f wim at the Locd's table ss not a ^^ mere 
eircumftance," hot an eflentia] part of t}» inAi- 
tution; yet not more fo» &ys Mr. B. than 
THE us£ OF WATBH in bapti&i, Jet tbe mode 
of ufe be what it may." Htere we thi^k o^r 
opponent fails entirely in ferving his own cap&. 
He compares a pariidpation tf wiw^ to the ^fi 
^^(Oer^ as is very natural : and when . we ne:« 
je6l the uss of wateh, then, we wiU fuhf^t 
lo the ehargcQ^^^opiih mutilation. 
' ^ W. (7) ** If pUmgmg, pourings ^d fprink* 
ling, be i^uMy validj . it muft be becaufe they 
are i^uatif enj$inid by xlivine law. But they are 
three ^/^^rr/z/aS tons— How then H^iiII a fin^e 
«erm, underftood in its psoper ^d primiyry fenie, 
gfualfy r^>ed three different a<Sbions?^tSefore 
Mr. Horsey pretends to evmce that this w^d 
$99fkZ« has this plenitude of gg;pi%ati(M)j fc 
wi(h him to prove, that any term, in aiiy laii- 
guage, either Joes or can equally or natural- 
ly fignify three different actions. ■-• Theologians 
and civilians have feldom taken it into (l^year 

heads 
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heads to contend^ wIm^ct . the legMWitor had 
'$br€i meanings ot only wie^ in any enacting 
'^lauie.^' In anfwer to this obje^on, obferve^ 
^ ir That thefe adbns being (Uffinnt^ does 
not hinder their being equally enjoinedj and 
-therefore equally valid^ I'he different aiSions 
•are only different means of altainmg a propofed 
end. This end is puri/katian by watery to i^hich 
either of the mentioned means equally lead. For 
each is included in the general torm ; there- 
fore, eitker of them muft needs be valid. 
-■ 2. Our meaning is greatly mifreprefeqted in 
• the objedlion. An unwary . reader may be rea4y 
to think, that the preCent queftion is> Whether 
die enading term lus three primary meanings.? 
And Mr. B/s realbning derives all its. force 
' from the fuppofition* I know not that ever, it 
was difputed, and probably never will be, vfrhe- 
^thcr any enabling term has three pt^mary figui* 
fications. We maintain, as wdl as the worthy 
author, that there can be but ene^ primary le^ 
gal fignification i but iniii^ notwlthftanding, that 
if the word be general^ dnd. defign^y ^hofen 
as fuchy it is not only capable of two or more 
different modes of obfervamre, but muft necefacify 
agree in meaning with as mimy modes, as there 
'are Jpeciesy or dt0ereiH tnanners of discharging 
^ the goieral duty ;' and thefe P£IIF£ct]:.y s<^x-. 

VALENT, £(tUALLY VALID. 

CoKsiDERiNG, therefore, the general import 
«f the term— confidering the p^f9ns to whom 
the command' was ^rft given — the religious ufe 

of 
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- brwaterto which they had been accujflomei-^i^ 
perpetual and univerfally extenfivc obligation of 

* the Jaw, in creiy age and every cUmati — the 
Viriou^ ways in wHich men eihincndy qualified 
to judge, have pcrfwmed the duty required, 
with the finccreft proteftatloiis of impartiality— 
1 am tonvinced more and more, as an accounf- 
able creature, in the awful prefcnce of my Law- 
giver and Judge, that of two minifters^ one 
firinkling and the other dippng proper fubjefls^ 
.neither of them £^//i?/i^ * deviates firom the 
import of the lawj nay that they are ferfeiffy 
univalent i equaify valid: And if each aniWer the 
Legiflator's i^qulfition, what pity - they, and 
their refpeftive partizans, fall out by the way! 
" The honour of our Maftcr, and zeal for 
his more* important caufe, forbid it!" I am 
fuUy of opinion with Turretinu^ in this 
i»att6r; wlio^ when difcufling this queftion, 
^ Whether, in the chtlrch of Rbme, the trtic 
dodfaine of'baptifm* is retained," diftinguiflies 
thus: •• Tht\ truth of the do(^ne of baptifm , 
(hould be confidered Vfith refpAft either to its 
ifftnU^ or to its aecidentSy fuch as the rites 
and ceremonies ufed therein. In the former 
•^nfe we acknowledge that, thro' * Angular di- 
vine providence, the true doiftrme of baptifti 
remains in the church of Rome ; beeaufe the 
matttr of true baptifm, water, is retained in 
it, alfo the formula prefcribed by Chrift, ac- 
cording to which if is adminiftered in the name 
of the holy Trinity; for which rcafon, the 

-' baptifm 
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37^ v^S^rtiiwr. 

baptifm aduuaiftered ja that cbur^ if thougbl 
TAUP» and not to b^ Rti^AT^pV' -A«wn, t 

' 3. What we contend for, is very cooimoB ^ 
tn biiKs human and , divine: TH» w^ hidtf 
ji^inft the obye^os, gnd ^he foUomng remarks- 
able pai&ge, which i^ ^ ^he Aime caft.. ^ If 
J^. HoRstY be right, the tow of baptifin is t 
Jeaden rule, that will hen4 and take any form ; 
rather it is no law-^^^it is m rule; ind with 
i^ard to the ufe of water, every boe may do 
tJiat which ^isems . ri^t. 10 his ovjrn fsyes^ Bi^ 
sis it is abiurd to fpppofe, that the primary ienfe 
4Qf the iame word v/ili^gH^lfy. afply \q throe 
different objects ; io ^ m^ be incongruous i<x 
any to i9uigine that the fiime enafiipig claufe 
^ term of a law, can eqMaliy rehire thrte 
Mfftrent anions, and ^, |he |!Mpi9 ,|ipie be coo^ 
pfctdy fatisftcd with ^y fm^ pf th«P» Brfw!5 
Mr* HoR^isY had in?dye|ten4y fixed ai| impi^ 
tation of this kinfl ipi^ ^:t pp^tn^e tew of 
Jefus Qhiift, h^ Should haye well copOidered, 
whether U^e who>e hiAory of l^i()^t|on' (f]u:red» 
civil, or efxlefiaftkal) could. bav4^ fumi#ied him ^ 
with ^JingU t^fhf^e pf fuch a la<^« That many 
^rams and ffols haye g^vea Uw» to feeutor 
kingdqms^ a^d iMve 'evco prefinncid to legijB^ 
^ Jefus Cbrift bimiel^. is ;a fa<5^i thatfon^of 
their l^ws have foee^ mark^ wjth tyrannical 
fiibtilty, and others with egregious fdly) is ai|p 
a fa6l^ but that any of them eyer were Sp 
crafty, ^ tp watrivc ft i^w ;wbffth, Vy a fin^ 

. , cji^ting 

• laftit, Tbeol. Loc, XIX, Quarft. x?iii« § !• 
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cna£Ung teroH equally required three different 
a6ts of obecfienccj and yet were fo compliant 
as to fejcl thechTelves perfectly Hatisfied with hav- 
ing any gne of thofe ads performed, I do not 
believe t/' Aftoniftiing language from a Britilh 
divine, a Protcftant Diflcntpr ! *' Jb/urd to fup- 
pofe that the primary fenfe of the fame word 
l\ill eqtMl/y a^fy to different objedls? — In^onm 
tru9M to imagine that the. lame term equally 
requires three different actions, a^d at the fam^. 
time be completely iatis^ed with 4iny $tte of 
them? Not a ^ngle infiance of fuch a fa£k? 
Such a law Ueneath the praft of tyranH ;m4 
fools?** In the name of .common fenfe^ in the 
name of common and (latute law, what cao 
Mr. B. mean by fuch language ? 

.W£ fuppofe there, is hardly a fiogle ad of 
the Brili(h Parliament, contained in the flatute$ 
9t large, but would furaiih ample fafiicien(^ t^ 
confront and entirely enervate tlie force of this 
paiTage. And this mud be inevitably the cafe^ 
when a generic term is made uie of, and left 
without, reilridion. Is not tills the. cafe when 
fuch words its thefe occur— to indUf^ to try^ 
to execute \ recruitings enlifting^ marching \ ^^nji^ 
cration^ ordinatiort^ indu^ion i and iunumerabjc 
Others? Are not fuch words commonly found in 
our laws, without their enumerating the complex 
ideas contained under them in the fame flatute { 
Nor can it be otherwife, except. we iay» that 



t ?• »J3« 
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a ftatute ouglu to be a di^onary as wdl as a 

mli of a£iion.* , 

§ 13. For inftance 5 if a law enjoin, that 
the fubjcfts of Great Britain fhould resort to 
their refpcftivc pari(h churches, or fome other 
lawful place of worihip, on the Lord's day; a 
formal explanation of the word reforty and the 
particular mode " of reforting, when that mode 
was, on the fuppofitbn, indifferent, would be 
heedlefs and impertinent. Obedient fubje^s, 
tinbiafTed by fubtle diftinSions and a cavilling 
humour, immediately comply, without perplex- 
ing thcmfelves or others, whether they mufl 
wlk or ridef Others, of a contrary tum^ lay 
great ftrcfs on Xi\t manmr of refiwtingi and 
fpeak in a decifivc tone in favour of walk-- 
uig as the moft primitive^ fimple, felf-denying 
tnode. And feeing infants and young -children 
cannot waik to church, they (hould be left at 
home^ till they are able to perforin this moft 
excellent method of reforting. Befides, *'• the 
^ word refort, it might be urged, cannot equally 
apply to different objeds, as walking and riding^ 
and at the fame tiftre be completely fatisfied 
with any one of them." 

If a fovcreigh caufe a genera! fafl to be pro- 
claimed, it is not to be expe£led that the fpe* 
cific ideas contained under that term be at the 
fame time explained. Some overfcrupulotts pcr- 
fons may puztsle themfdves about the ' mamur 
of obferving the royal mandate. It is not 
enough, they fay, that we.obfcrve a religions 
» bumliation 
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humiliation in general, but we muft take the word 
fafi in its primary acceptation, and that is aB^ 
JHnenct from food^ which oiight not to be par- 
tial btft complete. This is not fufficient, £tys 
another, we muft follow fcriptural precedents^ and 
put on fackclotli. Nay, fays a third, this is 
n6t enough neither, we cannot keep an accep- 
table faft without exteiiding our abftinence fur* 
tiierj for thus the fcripture fays: " Let neither 
man nor heaft^ herd nor flock, tafte' any things 
let them not feed nor drink water.'* Hold your 
peac^ fays a fourth, ye know* nothing at all \ this 
tt^al order, is a p^fttive command^ and in fuch 
cafes it is not only unlawful to go contra Jiatutunu, 
but alfo fupra fiatutum \ for pofitive commands 
im{4y their negatives. The principal enacting 
term has no .obfcuiity, 4s not equivocal ; and 
our fovtreign being neither a fool nor a tyrant, 
being neither crafty, w»d^ nor wicked, what 
<»n be plainer than that he jneans, his loving^ 
obedient^ dutiful fubje^ts (houkt eihjlain from food 
all that day. All Jbort of this, beyond this, aU 
different from this, is wrong. And what can 
be clearer^ than that inf^nts^ and young chil- 
dren, wre excluded^ becaufe not exprefoly men- 
tkmed in the pofitive mandate. 
*• Among^ the Romans, the fokmn rite of mar^ 
'-riige lAight be^cflfe£tod '-by thrn difffrent ways, 
and at the fame time the law was completely 
*£iti$fied with* any m of tiieih. ^ We muft note, 
lays GoDWYNy' that three manner of wayt a 
woman became a man's lawful wife 5 ufu^ con^ 

farreatme^ 
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farrtatime^ €Oimpiiuiif* *^^ Thai i% eiih4r of thc^ 
three ways were ps&r£CTi.Y &quj[V44'£BT^ 

EQUALLY V All D. , , , 

An ecckfiaAick Js indu£U,d, inio a ^(l^ieforf 
by difftnnt tmdis^ f^rfsc^iv BcyilVALB^T* 
EQUALLY VAL](D, " hAt^ian i« yofforop^ 4^ 
a mandate from tba bHhop u> \\m ^chndbaci^ 
v^ho AifuaUy ifiues out si prcecpl |o i^er cl^icy^ 
men to perform it for bw. It is id^ne ^ 
giving the clerk ctntf^ral p^jgegim rf ilui ^lofihi 
as by liolding the ring ^f tbf do^i tolSpg # 
beU, or the like i and is a fori* rsqt^rsd bf ^m^^ 
with intent to give all the pari(luQner$ doe n^r 
tice, and fufficiem cert^dmy ^ their Qew mKufr 
ter, to whom their tithet are to be pi^— H# 
is then and 'i^ before^ .in. ft)U. and foqipii^^ 
poflTeilieffi, and is called ii^ hy^ p^e^gn^y^mfii^ 
nata^ or^wdon impirfen^t*" 

Wh? K ^ gciiewl g^vfn oidcrs. t^ hie c^Bfliif 
|0 «kfr^i from oqe Ibitian to imoiher^ it j$ «iPt 
necefiary that he ocplain tQ ttem wh^ he m^ai^ 
fey the word, to mtircb^ toeing »ln5»dy V»U kww»r 
A^A how ridicplo%i» would it b)9 for> 99^ 1^ cpn* 
tend that becaufe the ivord iptmfifify^^ ^g^i6^ 
^ to walk in a gravcj di^iberat)e» or. Jftairi^ giMh 
nerj" the conun^ is fiQ^ to^ ^^ «^c|fru)e4 ^f9 
th^cdvahf^ or if it 4^ ^itt tbey^ a;re oot to 
rid$ biit walk and teid their ^bf«fei, JRut l^ 
/f^^/ force of the word ia of a sime j^p/f*/ «i^ 
tunei implytog, ** m wwre «p militii^ fonil*^ 

• Rem, Antiq. Lib. It UCt* U. o^, »o. %Aa<i I^S|(|(4TT> 
Antiq. part. 11. B. ▼• chap. 9« 
^ Bt ACjLiT* Comment* YoU L B. I* Ch« xi» 5, 
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and indode^ mwtif ^ecific i^Sj ^m^ fcm>wn by 

. BiiT what need itifQltfpIying examples ih fo 
^lain « cafe I The rcwJcr miy eafily fumifli 
Umletf Awitb- inft^mces innumerable. Afl laws, 
ivbethei* civiil or fecred, in evety age artd every 
cottmrys ^^tn tlie very nature of things, .^/* 
jCf{/^ a ,phrevk>u»> fcnowlWge-of (omc paits, tenrn, 
^.^f '^hat jfr "en^KSkd, and it ts our wifdom, 
tfiftecid 6f raifing a ^ft about what laws mght 
to be^ efpecitrfly the law* of oar Makei^ to 
employ the moft pioper criteria Ibr diftinguifli* 
iiig the thie fnoMing of what is aiaded for 
0ur obfenrimte. And to <his cnd^ - the f<Jllow*- 
ing mdfi jiMcidiis remafrte, as af^icabte to aS 
itfws, may be ferviceabk. " The feifcft and 
moft ratioAial method to ititeipvet the- wiil of 
the legiflator> is by ei^loring his imtntidm at 
ktoe titm vrhen ifte law was made^ by/^A/ the 
mollf naltural and probable* And theft figns 
«l% eith^ the Wiords) the eontext> the iubjeft 
vrnttet) the efFeds and conference, or the (pU 
rit and reafon of. the law.— ^^^i^^ are generally 
to be underftood in their ufual and moft ktiowa 
lignificit^ns not fo much regarding the pro* 
^priety of grammar, aa' tlieir general and p^fie^ 
4ar i^.^If wdrdfc happen to be ftill dubious^ 
^ t^^y eAabli(H their meaniiig from the tmt* 
fext*, with which it may be of fingular ufe to 
'Compte'e a word or a ^fentence) whenever, .^hey 
arc sn^iguom^ ^uivoca/y or intricaU.'-^Of the 
£ime natmt ^d life- h the conipafiiiBn of. a kw 

with 
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with Mhir latMy that are made by the &aie 
Ugiflator^ tliat have fome affinity with the fob^ 
j^^) or that expre&ly relate to the fame point. 
•—As -to the fubjed matter, words are always 
to be underftood as having a rj^;ard thereto; 
for that is always fuppofed to be in the ^e 
of the legiflator, and all his expreffions direSed' 
to that end. — As to the effeds and oxiiequencc^ 
the rule is, that where words bear either none, 
or a very abfurd figpification, if iiUraUy under- 
ftood, we muft a Uttle deviate from the received 
fenfe of them.— But, laiUy, the moft univerfal 
^d effedual way of difcovering the triue mean- 
ing of a law, when the wcu-ds are AMous^ is by 
CQnfidering the rea/in and fpirit; or the caufe. 
which moved the legiflator tp ena<a it. For 
when this reafon ceafes, the law itfelf ought 
hkewife to ccafe with it.** This is the lan- 
guage of good fen^ of found judgment, and 
is oi univerfal ufe in its applieatipn. And whe- 
ther it be ppt more favourable to that- intqr- 
pretation of the law of baptifm, which I am 
^^fending, than the contrary, let the reader 
Judge. 

§ 14. Dr. Samuel Johnjjon,^ as cvwry one 
Juiows, cuts no mean figure in the annals of 
Engliih literature, and ftands eminently con^i^ 
.cuous as a .lexicc^rapberi one^ would expe^ 
therefore, he could not fundamentally and fjin^ 
■tiell^ mifiake as to the primary accq>tation of 
a word, than which hardly any his famous dic- 
tionary contains liad been more controverted. 

And 
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And yet this celebrated author has a^hially ^« 
red in that mailner, if our opponents are in the 
right. He confiders the word baptifm^ and we 
believe with great propriety, not as confined 
to any one Jpectfic a<Stion, as to fprinkle^ to dip^ 
or the like ; but as a term of latitude^ according 
to its biblical and facramentai ufe ; and this he 
might naturally fuppofe from the nature of the 
ordinance to which it refers. " To baptize^** 
fays he, ** is to cbrtften ; to adminifter the fa- 
cniment of baptifm to ont*'^ Baptijm % an ex* 
temal ablution of the body, with a certain form 
of words." But . left it (hould be fuppofed 
that this account fprung from popular preju- 
dice in favour of the general practice, and 
againft our brethren's diftingulftiing mode, the 
fufpicion is immediately removed, if we cpnfult 
him on the word dippings where he quotes thus : 
•* The perfon to be baptized may be dipped in 
water; and fuch an immerfion or dipping ought 
to be made thrice, according to the canon.'* 
Now, if our martyrs and divines were miftaken, 
in darker or more -improved ages, muft we pro?^ . 
nouncie Johnson, fo much the honour of a na- 
tion enlightened with fciencej Johnson, with 
regard to philology, his favourite branch; and 
with regard to a term fb long and fiercely con- 
troverted ; mutl we pronounce him in this affair, 
(whatever he was in fome others)—'* A being 
darkly wife and rudely gfeat ?" 

§ ij. (8) Great advantages have been boaft- 
ed of from another coiifideration, viz. •* That 

as 
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as we allow dipping to be proper baptifin, our 
opponents muft be right, whether fprinkling be 
valid or not." But if this matter be fairly ex- 
amined, our opponents i/viU have little caufe of 
tViumph, as it is evidently againft them. For 
When we admit dipping to be baptifm, it is bc- 
caufe that is a mtde of purification by waUr \ 
though neither fo eligible^ for its own fakc^ fo 
cxpreffive of the things fignifiedi or fi) confor- 
mable to the genius of judaifm or chridianijy, as 
the mode of affufion. We have, I fuppofe, at 
lead eight out of ten of the moft eminent wri- 
ters on our iide. Admitting the fuffrage of 
thefe numerous voices, who have undoubtedly 
a right to be heard about the meaning of a 
term, to have a preponderation of evidence 
we are probably right in whatever fcriptural 
way we ufe water : but admitting further our 
principle to be true refpefting the legal im- 
port of the term, yre have the julUft certaintf 
that ^c are in the right. Not fo Mr. B. For 
while he holds the ejfentiality of dipping render- 
ing null and void every other mode of ufing 
water, it is incumbent on him to prove all the 
Poedobaptifts who hold the former principle, 
and among them an illuArious troop of thoie 
who adorn his pages, either incompetent or 
abandoned \ but this is incompatible with what 
he fays of them, th^t they are among " the 
rood eminent that ever filled the profcflbrV 
chair, or adorned the Proteftant pulpit." And 
it is Worthy of remark, that by how much the 

more 
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more he fweils hir catalogue, and the more 
eminent *the writers, ptoportionably will his con- 
trafled principles be condemned. It is impof- 
fible to evade this confequence but by proving 
them either weak ot wicked \ which alfo he can- 
not do mthout contradiding himfelf. 

Mit. B. needs not to be informed how il« 
milar his inference from our *conceffion is, to 
that of' the Romanifts, when they conclude, that 
they muft furdy be on the fafeji fide of the 
queftion ; becaufe we charitably grant, there may 
be fattration to them in their communion, while 
thi»y dinf any to us in ours. -And this con- 
demning of Proteftants, while the latter are not 
fo peremptory and prefumptuous in condemning 
them^ is what Chillingworth calls " their 

ONLY GREAT ARGtTMENTf." 

I THINK we may at length afk, ** If the 
term baptUm do not determinately fignify what 
we contend for, ^remonial purification^ we (hould 
be glad of information what other expreffion couJd 
have conveyed that idea?*' 

Before I conclude this part, give me leave 
^to Introduce the following judicious remarks of 
Mr. Locke : ^^ Sure I am, that the fignifica- 
tiort of words in alManguages, depending very 
mudi upon the thoughts^ notions, and ideas of 
him that ufes them, muft unavoidably be of 
great uncertainty to men of the fame language 
and country. ^-'But when to this natural diffi- 
culty m every, country, theile fl>all . be" added 
Vol* II; S ^ different 
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different coontries and retnoto^ge$» wh^seia the 

Speakers and writers had very different cwHiomy 

tempets, coftoms, omanionts» wA figunes (^ 

%eech, &^ oiety one; of which ieft>.ippcej the 

fignificatioh of theii; itoods tbi^ tho' to us 

now they are kft q»d ludiiHmn.; it wo^ it^ 

€ami M$ to hi charitaUi CMe 67 mH^Ar i^ qtfr in- 

terpr^atktts or nifunderjiamtin^ rf tbpff^ ^'H/M 

mriiings : which tho' of gpm f^owrcm^if^t to 

be tmderftbod, )are iiaUb JtO pm mMivi>id$ih)9 

difficulties ,o£ %etch, which (if wc i^j^q^ {be 

names of fmtpU ideas^ aod ii»rtie y^ otivioiu 

fillings) is not capdak, witbotit a cQnftarijt 4fh 

fining thd teiia», of omv^h^ tbi^ Xepie and ift? 

tmtion of the ^)uBaker» without 9ny a)ji»v>^ of 

doubt and uncertainty to the hearer. A^d in dyyt 

courfes of religion, )aw> and morality, as they are 

matters 6f .the highdfti concernyiecM^ ^ t^^ ^ill 

be xktgnatiji (bgSadti^ The voten^^ of ir^ter- 

preters and ^coonnqfUt^tors on the Old im:^) New 

Teflament, are but too manifeft proofs qi this* 

Tho' every thing faid ih the text h^. i^^gifii^ trufi^ 

yet the reader may be, nay cam9t cln^a tut be 

irery fallible in the uixlerftanding of it» Nor i» 

it to be wondered, that the will rf G^ when 

clothed in p^ordiy .fliould be liable to that 

doubt and uncertainty, which unavcid^bfy attends 

that fort of conveyance; whai even his SQ'N, 

whilft clothed in fiejh^ was fubjedl to all the %3Klk^ 

ties and inconveniences of human nature, fia 

eeccepted^-^Methinks it would became i» to be 
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-*^ lefs magifiena^ pafitive, and hnprnous, in; vox* 
pofing Oiir own fcnfe atid interpretations ♦•** 

§ 16. (II.) Wb come now tso examine fome 
of Mr. B.'s ftridlures, contained in his fec9nd 
volume, , relative to the subjiICt^ of haftiiau 
In a note on So€ial Religion I had exprefled 
myfelf as foUows : ** Whatever there may b« 
in the ordinance of baptiicn of a p^tnie coa- 
fideration, thpre is nothing relative to the ftdt^ 
j^ils of it fo merely pofitive as to be indepen* 
dent on all moral ground^ ;-««nay further, i/vhat- 
evor relates to the qualification of the AibjeS% 
is of a nature entirely moral, -rand to fay <^iter?* 
¥^ife muft imply a contradidion. Baptifin, there«-» 
fore, is an ordinance of a fmxed nature, partly 
pofitive and patrtly moraL As far as ^is or 
any fuch ordinance, partakes of a moral nature, 
the reafon and defign of the law, or if you 
pleafe tht J^rit of it, is our rule of dutyj'^^d 
only fo far as tt partakes of a pofitive nature 
is the let^r pf the law our rule. As what 
relates to the qualification of the fubje£b is of 
msral confideration, we are neceSitaied to feek 
in them the reafon and intention of tlie com* 
mand; but infants partaking of the great pri^^ 
marj qualification^ which the evident defign of 
the ordinance requires, ought to be bap^ed ; 
and it muil imply a breach of duty in a minifler 
to decline it. To argue on this principle -i^ 
Baftlfm IS a pofitive rite^ and therefore OUGHT 
to be expiiefs, full and circumllantisd-— is, on 
S z the 

• Eday on Haman UndrrA. B. IH. Chap. ix. § 02^ 23. 
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the principles, conceflions and, pradice of Anti« 
potdobaptifts, deoiQiUlrably fallacious. For the 
law of baptifm b evidently, in fact, .not cir- 
cumftantial and determinate ;^ and therefore is 
not, cannot be an inAitution entirely pofitive/' 
I had alfo (aid ; ^ (hould any afk me why, as 
a chriftian minifter, I baptize an iitfant? I 
can truly anfwer, that I have the very fame rea* 
fan for doing it that John the Baptiil had for 
baptizing penitent finners in Jordan and £non; 
the fame reafon that Jefus, by the minifbry of 
bis difciples, had, for baptizing a (till greater 
multitude*, and, finally, the fame reafon ^at 
our Baptift brethren have, or. ought to have, 
and which they profefs to hi^ve in . the general 
tenor of their pradtice, for baptizing adults.' 
This is the briefs now let us hear council.. 
Mr. B. thus begins: 

^ 17. *' Baptism then, according to Mr. 
Williams, is of a mixed vM\xxz\ an ordi- 
nance partly moral, and partly pofitive. Thi$ 
10 me is a new idea: for, of all the vniters 
quoted in this work, of all the authors I have 
petufed, not one occurs to remembrance who 
has thus reprefented baptifm.'* He very pro- 
perly adds, " If, however, the evidence pro- 
duced be vqlidy the novelty of his notion is 
not - material. His principal reafon in favour 
of the' pofition is; Whatever belongs to the qua* 
tifications of the fubjeSis is entirely moral. But 
will this prove," adds he, *^ that baptifm is not 
ftri£Uy fpcaking, a pofitive inftitute? Will it 

not 
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not apply with all its forct to the Lord's flip- 
per? On this principle, \^e have no ordinance 
entirely pojitivi under the New CEconomyj be-. 
caufe it is plain the qualifications for that 
appointment are all of the moral kind/' In 
anfwcr let me obferve, 

I. That the two laft tonfequences are ad- 
mitted ; The pofition ijuill apply with all its 
force to the LonPs Supper \ and, We have no 
ordinance entirely pofitive under the New CEco- 
nomy. My opponent feems to regard thde con- 
fequences as dilhonourable to chriftianity, or fome- 
how a defeat; on the contrary, I confider them 
as refle£Hng honour on it, being real excellent 
cies. My reafons are affigned elfewhere,. (See 
Chap. I. § 31—34.) 

a. The firft queftion, " Will this prove that 
baptifm is not fhi<5ily fpeaking a pofitive infti- 
tutioni** This queftion, I fay, which implies 
a denial of my pofiti(Hi, I (hall now fairly ex-- 
amine« And towards folving it, and proving 
the confequence — '' baptifm is therefore an or- 
dinance of a mixed nature" — I fliall firft take 
notice of fome particulars wherein we agree \ and 
then inveftigate Mr. B.*s chief argument againft 
my principle. 

We agree then in our definition of a pofitive 
inftitute; " A pofitive inftitute is that, the rea- 
foB of which we do not fee, prior to external 
command, but which originates entirely itc the 
fovereign will of the legiflator." To this idea, 
I apprehend Mr. B. can have no obje£lipn. 
S3 UjLy 
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My opponent, moraovet-y- accedes to my ante- 
cedent, wz. ^ Whatever belongs to the quali- 
fications of the ful^eds is entirely moral." 
But as to this latter agretmanr, perhaps it is 
more in vvords tlian ideas. By rri^ai qua]ifi« 
' cations I underftand, ^^ th ofe qistilifiaftidns which 
. .God, as the moral GovartKir artd Judge of 
thd A^orld, requiPes of all mankind, indtfcrin^i-' 
natety, confidened as immortal and ^iccdtindiMe 
crMiiiFeS) according ti>' their viarious cirmimftM^ 
ces, independent of poMvb authority, and whfell 
are wfat mt^furMi by any f^Jkhfe mk.'* Aiki 
I accedt to the foHoirt^lg d^cliffatioi^v a linki 
qualified: ^ To conftltute any bi^ndi erf re- 
ligkHis . 9K>Whif> furely pofitive, it i$, enough 
that the rite itfelf, the manner of perfoi^ing it| 
the quat't#c4itiontf of the Tubjef^, ^e end td be ^« 
fwered by it, avtd the tcu^m of its <ioAtinuance, 
di^pend entirely on the fetyereign- pleafure of our 
dn^ne Legiflitor;" in proportion as l?ha* foiferefign 
pkafui^ is made lenown, and determinable by a 
pafithji Jianiard, Thefe things I hold as per- 
fe>£tty confiftcnt with rfty prtiiciple. Artd, thus 
far, we fetm to travel the fam^ rokd. 

% ijfc Mr. B/s objeaions ai^ now to be 
confidered. ** Many," he tells us, ** are thofe 
theologicfal- wtitifrs who hatVe mof<6 or lefs treated 
on pofltiVe inftitotiohs J foiiVe of whefe books I 
have ften ^nd perUfed with carfe. Bik t do not 
rdcotleA tmy Author, who fo deffines or de- 
fortbes a rdiglous at>p6imnfteht merely pofitive, 
a* to e;iccfudc -every idea of what is Moral from 

the 
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the <)uaIificatioiv5 of its* pr0p€r rtibj«<3$,'' Very 
probably ; but that doe$ apt afied my pcffition. 
What follows is more diVeiSUy to the point. 
", ThQ' nature pf th^ q*ialiiicatian%, whether mo- 
ral or not, tmkes no part of thofe /criuria ^ by 
>yJHch the definition of a pofitive /ife Ihoujcl be 
4ire£^d*" If this, in the yiew it k uiigedj be 
a. true aderltoil (for wc have nothing ^fe) my* 
gonfequeiice» «s. fach^.fiufe;. if oot^ it ftand$ firm 
againft the attack. But, be it remembered, that 
tb6 ftopoHAQvt itieif, ^* B^;>tifm is tn ordinance 
o£ a mixed ra!^rti* h demonftrable firom otier 
pfemtfes, (as « the rei^d^ may fee, Chap* h} itb* 
dependent of ibis u^gumenK However, it is my- 
prefent bufinefs to ttiew, that the nature of tl^ 
cpfaiifkktibns of the futjeds, in the prel^nt <:are) 
d$i$ make a part of thofe criteria by which the 
defihi^tMi of this pofiisve liteihould be direded.- 
A^d 10 thii end otSfei've,' . . 

• t« lif the nature of thsquaiificatbns reqtrired 
be fuch as do ool, hor pdffibly ean^ acUnit of 
^ pojkivi Jiambtrd to determine them, it is ab-^ 
ftif4 to fay, that the qualifications tfaemielyes^. 
be they what they may, make arty part of thc^ 
fofiiivenefr of an inftitution. B^t %\\ mor^i qiiaa-. 
lificattehSi ape fuch. \ . ^ \ » 

- 2. If the qualifications requked be futk' ii^ 
their nature, as are infinite^ variable^ acdording- 
to the infinitdy variable cin:ttmibnces in whidi 
the fu43jd^ may be, it Woold folkm, that noM 
eouljd be proisr . admhuAhitCH^ of bapitifc% oti 
<luY adtlior's prindipka, but fiidi as pofitfied im 
S 4 finite 
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finite knowledge ! fiut xh& tnotA qualifications 
of faith, repentance, knowledge, &c. which our 
exponents contend for, are fuch: Therefore, 
th^ qualifications cannot be ranked as any part 
of a pofitive inftitutei but upon this fuppofiti- 
on, that GoA communicates to the adminiftrators 
what is incommunicable, which is an exa£l 
knowledge of the moral fiate of their fellow crta- 
tures in circumftanees infinitely vuriable, which 
is abfurd. 

$ 19. If MK B. thinks to evade this by 
laying, ** It is fufiici^it %o conftitute an infti- 
ttttion' merely pofitive, that thofe qualificaticms,^ 
tho' entirely moral, are aifilutefy dipendent en the 
froereign fleafurd ef Gedy** the tvaiion is of no 
fcrvice : for it is in eflfeft to fay. If it be the 
fovereign pleafure of God, he can appoint im* 
pofnbiiities and contradi£Uons* The evafive ob« 
je£h*on fuppofes, thattho' the iqualifioitioiis be 
moral, yet the sqfipointment di fime moral qaa« 
lities rather than others, for if^ance faith and 
repentance^ is a pofitive confideiation. That is, 
it is not the »^/«r^ but the appoint nunt of foch 
qualifications which eonfiitules them pofitive. But 
is there any pro{»iety in calling tha^ a pofitive 
appointment which neither has, nor can have a 
pofitive rule? nay, whofe rule muft be necefia« 
rily infinitely variable in its application ? For 
iuppofing, widiout granting, the qualifications of 
faith, repentance, &C to be alone entitled to bap« 
tifm %' or that the abfence of a credible pro- 
feflion c^ theie, debars from the ordinance; yet 

even 
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even then, fuch a demur enfues, or liabloiefs 
to miftake, as is abfolutely incompatible with 
an ai^intment m/r/^ pofitive^ as to fubje£l and 
mode. It is impoilible for Mr. B. in virtue of 
any pofitivi appointment^ properly fo called, to 
determine the qualifications of the fubjedb, in 
ailignable inftances of cafes ad infinitum i and 
when innumerable perlbns affignable are adhially 
baptized, to determine^ whether they are . duly 
baptized or not. And while my opponent holds 
that as a facnd rule^ which never was, nor caa 
have cxiftence, as appears from his own con-^ 
ceffion'^^^ t\\c qualifications of the fubje(^s are en* 
tirely moral *^^^\X is no wonder that he holds 
all the Pccdobaptifts in Chriflendom as unbap^- 
tized* And be it further noticed, that if my, 
principle be not admitted, in oppofition to his, 
nothing would hinder, but Atheifis, Deifts, or 
blafphemers might be the ^r^r fubje£bs of the 
Mefiiah's kingdom, as contradiftinguiflied from 
believers and penitents, antecedent to the infiitu- 
tion. And whether this juft confequence be not 
fufficiently ahfurd^ and of courfe the principle 
from which it is deduced, needs no proof. 

§ 20. The truth is ; Jefus Chrift, as the 
fupreme Head of his Church, gave to his mi« 
nifters a commiffion to difciple ail nations/'^ to 
bring all the worlds by all lawful means, and 
efpecially by preaching the gofpel, under his go« 
vernment. The nature of his kingdom had b^etl 
clearly afcertained before ; partly, from his own 
mouth, and partly, by the light of preceding 
S 5 difpenfations. 
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d'rfp^nflrtbnSi Ul^ inetdtf ^ expMnii^ to 'tbeoi 
the hatdtie and eKtem tsf hh kingdom^ affbitb 
ilo popii>€ ruk of co^Uftj but i^opei)$ and 
afeefttins wHt; r^lafi/msj whence >rife frelh ob- 
ligations of moral difpofition^ at*d obedience. 
ITie extent tb whick their commfflton feacHtd, 
imjilied a d'^oiuMn of a^ fWmer pbfiiive r«ftric- 
tion, and gave then^ an imlidiked fcope ih thek' 
Vrork. This argued fivereigH ^niihotily^ for no 
other could repeal what wVi& before enaftcd by 
divine law. The kn^uM hature of his kingdom, 
was t fuffident dkedlory, witlio«t any pofitive 
rule^' refpe6Wng the preparatory qudHficathms of 
his fubjeflsi 1 he dbcftrine of profelyt^tn was 
well known to the parties, whkh they could no 
dtherS?vi(e than obferve, as far as k W;ks confift- 
ohfc with the defign of the Mefliah'^ kingdom, 
jf w^ eottnfermandcdv Common fcnfe, cdnunon 
jftrudchce^ former cec6nomies erf* the covenant, in 
cfbnnc(3ioi\ with the genius df cbfiftfenky^ fur- 
nHhed them with ample mefeitis of information 
about who (hould be admitted into this exteh^- 
jfive kingdom, independent of ail pofitiVe injunc- 
tion. Confe4uent}yj it follows^ from the very 
dfefinitton of pofitive law, that the qualtficettwn of 
the futjeite formed no part of the pofitivtnefs of 
the law of baptifm, TAaf is evidently foHftded 
on tibc revealed Mature of the gofpel churchj 
and eafily afeertained without the fuppofition of 
Sterna! command ; and tfaerefot^ is not reducible 
to the clafs of pofitivcs. To purify by jvater^ 
in the hame of the Father^ and fb on, was^ 

of 
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pf % pofitlve niture; but what kind of mori) 
quali^tidns (and no other are fuppofed) ^ero 
ftihable» fok- a participation of the ordinance^ 
mfded- nb pofitive ftandferd to determine. Or 
w«re they in danger of- r^iiit^ the humble and 
obedient, and of rwctiving and carefling blaf« 
phemers as the moft proper? To fay that the 
believing and picaitdnt are noticed^ as thofe who 
(Might to be baptised, no more argiiss that tfaefis 
exclufivriy are to be baptised, than that thefp 
exclufively are to be admitted to heaven; and 
therefore doake rto part g£ the pofeivenels of 
the law. of baptifm. A moral duty may be 
pafitivily enjoined, bttf that aiorie mil not con- 
ilitute d poftiive mftittitey according -to the defi-* 
mtion;^ elfe the iove ai God and our neigh- 
boar> may be forced into die fame rank. So neU 
iher will it fbllovv, that becaufe believers > and 
poiitentG are reprefented as fiiitabk fubjei^ of 
the Rjedeemet's KiDgdom^ therefore rt9 other part 
^ the hum^ race are to be fo reckoned. 

§ 21.. F^oM.ihe premifes it follbws; that. 
<> whateveil' delates to the qualifications of the 
{iil^cb, is of a nature entirely moral— that the 
law of baptifm affords no pijitive ruie for de- 
tertoinlng who ztk proper fulgefts— confeqnently, 
that, tht ordiaance of baptifm is of a mixed 
nature, when we pompr^end under the term 
ordinance^ the ful^eSis as well as the purifitation 
kfelf. 

Now that the reader may fee, that the charge 

of -novelty upon my principles, ' as queftionin^ 

S 6 the 
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the abfolut^ pofitWenefs of the law of baptifm; 
or my calKng it a ^^ mixid ordinance," becaufe 
the qualifications of the fubje<^ make no p^ 
of its pofitive nature, is of little weight; may 
cafily appear from the fdlowiiig excell^t re- 
marks of Dr. John Owbh:- ^ There are two 
forts . of laws whereby God requires the obedi- 
ence of his rational creatures, which are com- 
monly called moral wid pofitive: it is greatly 
queftioned and difputed, to whether of thefe forts 
doth belong the command of a fabbatical reft. 
Pofitive laws, are taken to be^ fuch, as have 
no reafon for them in themfelves, nothing of 
the matter' of them is taken from the things 
themfelves commanded, but do depend merely 
^xxAfilely on the fovereign will and pleafure of God. 
Moral laws are fuch as have the reaibtis c^ them 
taken from the nature of the things themfelves 
required in them. For they are good from thdr 
reipe^ to the nature of God himfei^ and firom 
that nature and order of all things, which he 
bath jdaced in the creation. So timt this fort 
of laws is but declarative of the abfolute good-' 
nefs of what they do require ; the other is con^ 
^tuiive of it, as unto fome certain ends. Latvi 
pojitive^ as they are occafionally given, fo the^ 
are eileemed alterable at pleafiire. fieing fixol' 
by mere will and : prerogative, without refped to 
any thing that fhould make them necefllary an. 
tecedent To their giving, they may by the fame 
authority at any time be taken away and*abo- 
lifted. Such J f^y are they in their own na- 
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,y Google 



Appgndix. 397 

ture, and as to ixcj firmtuie that they have 
from their own fubje£t matter/ But with re« 
fpe6l unto God's deUnmnation^ pofitive divine 
laws, may become eventually .unalter^bk. And this 
difference is there between legal and evangelical 
inftitutions. The laws of both are pofitive only, 
equally proceeding from fovereign will and plea* 
lure, and in their own natures equally alterable. 
But to the forrrur^ God had in his purpofe 
fixeci a determinate time and ftafon^ wl^erein they 
(houJd expiry or be altered by^ his authority; 
the latter he hath fixed a perpetuity and un* 
changeablenefs unto, during the 'ftate and con- 
dition of his church in this world. The other 
fort- of laws are perpetual and unalterable in them« 
felves, fo far as they are of that fort, that is 
moral. For altho* a law of that , kind, .may 
have an efpecial injun^ion with fuch circum-* 
ftances as Enay be changed and varied, (as had 
the whole I)ecaUgue in the commonwealth o/ 
Ifrael) yet fo far as it is moral, that is, that 
its conunands and prohibitions are necejfary emer" 
genciesy or expreflions of the good ox evil of the 
thing it commands or forbids, it is invariable. 
*-It is pleaded by fome, that thefe kinds of 
laws zre contradi/lin^i (o that a law of one 
kind, can in no fetfe be a law in the other. 
And this doubtlefs is true reduplicafivilyy^ be- 
caufe they have efpecial forpial reafons. Js far^ 
and wherein^ any laws are pofitive^ they are not 
moral \ and as far as tKey are purely moral, 
they arc not formally pofitive, tlio' given after 
the manner of pofitive commands. Howbeit, 

this 
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(bis himitfs inof biit tixsft kf^e da judge, thit 
th^r^ mAy be and- are divine, k^vt itf a MI XT 
NATURE. For there may be in a divine 
hw, 1 foundari<ii> . /m, and-ftfpea uhto fomc- 
What that it moraJr which y^ may ftand in 
need df the fi^wadditio^ of a pofitive ^ommrad 
for iH due dbfervatk>a. untcr its fr^per end* 
Yea, the i^or^l r«afon« of the thitigs- coiwitiafld-. 
edj which arifo but oJF a dee natural ttipeSt on- 
to God, and the t)Pdier of ttie univerfe, may 
be lb ditep aiM* Mdd^, is ' that Odd, who 
wotild make the vray 5of hi& cfe^urts pflatti and 
cafy, gives out cjipfeft pofuSve commartda for 
the ^bfervance of what v^^ »itfece^«T||y necefiary 
by the )aW of our cres&tiofi. HeAte a kvr may 
purhh of hbTH thefi cy^/c/^rdiions^ and both of 
them have iin eqttdl ihfluehce into its oWiga- 
tory power. And by this means, fundry duHts^ 
feme morai^ -forfie pujltht^ are- a^ it'vwe VJOM^ 
POUNDED in orie tibfe^nce. Sence the 
t^fc^/f A?w -of 'that d>feiVaiiee -fttcednt^rf of ^ 
MIXT NATURE,.^rt6cfiy<ft.Qod^^ftp^. 
rate at bis pfeaftue, aiid taKhg away th^t wbidi 
is pofftltre, kaVe onJy ihaf f^nich i^-aBfokrtely 
moral ift force. And this kind of laws, whicK 
have their fomidation in the nature of things 
themfefves, which yrt fland ki neM ctf further 
tHre6Hon for their tide obfcnrationi ^Mch i^ 
added unto theto by pofitive iriffitutten,' fomd 
call MORAL POSITIVES' Mr. B/ and 
e^ially Dr. S. who, if I am rightly informed,^ 

•' Oil the Sabb. Exercit. in. 4 », 3. 
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19 a fivifttb day Baptift, with thofe of the fam^ 
ihind) would do well to confider thefe diAindli* 
ons thn-oughtyj in reference to the Caufes rf ih$ 
Sabbath^ arid the Poedobaptift contraverfy. 

§ 22. Mr. B. objects next againft the moral 
qualificsition of children, which I had afTerted : 
** 3ut how fhould an infant of a few days, or 
of a month old, be a partaker of fuch qualifi* 
cations, to render it a proper fubjeft of baptifm ?", 

One would be tempted to think, from the con- 
temptuous light in which our brethren place infantsj 
that they make no part of the human fpeciesj 
agreeing with , a certain profeffor of logic and 
phibfophy who defined a human being, " A 
creature that could draw an inf&nnu^^'* and a^ 
infants cannot draw an inference, they are not 
human btings. But as the pupil$ of the .fan)f 
profeflbr, when applying their maker's ^ rule to 
% iifmf€r^ who d^:lared he could t>ot draw a^ 
infirenct^ did not make him lefs thxi h4im»»\ 
wd agatn^ i^hen applying' the hx^ rule to oq 
able horfiy which, his owner had ailiired themi 
could draw any thing in nafin^ they did not 
miake him any thing but a brute ; fo, I be<^ 
lievc it will never be in the power of AntJ- 
pcedobaptifts, with all their injerences againft 
infants, to make them otherwife than fnbje^s 
of moral obligation. To deny them this charac-^ 
t«r, it is incumbent on our oppolers to Ihew, 
that they are not affe<Ebd with original fin, nor 
are even capable of it; for this implies at 
leafti a privation c^ fome moral quality whicl) 

they 
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they ought to poflefa^ and therefore argues them 
the fubjecSs of a moral ftate, and* of CDurie of 
moral obligation. Again, if no infants are the 
fubjefts of what may ** with propriety be termed 
mural^* then no infants are the fubje^s rf gratt^ 
which is a moral quality. Moreover, 'if not fub- 
je£b of moral obligation, they are not accounU 
able creatures ; are not capable of being judged i 
of being condemned or acquitted, of moral hap^ 
pinefs or mifery in a future ftate. 

§ 23. And what is Mr« B.'s reafon for pro* 
nouncing infants incapable of npral obligation and 
moral qualifications ? He replies : Becaufe " not 
capable of moral agency i"* becaufe *' morality, 
in all its branches, is nothing but the dtfcharge 
of moral obligation ; or ar conformity of heart 
and of life to the rule of duty/' And then 
adds 5 ** Parents may have the requifit^ moral 
qualifications for the ordinance; but 'I cannot 
Conceive how their new liorn offspring, foip 
whom our author pleads, as proper fubjedls ^ 
the rite, (hould be fo qualified." 

It is readily granted, that natural incapacity 
excuies from fuch aii% as would otherwife be 
mcumbent on the fubje£b; for this obvious rea« 
' fbn, that natural impofTibilities make no part of 
the divine requifitions, and' coniequently of th^ 
creature's duty. But here obferve, 4 

That a natural incapacity for moral agency^ 
by no means excufes firom all moral obligation ; 
for that would be the fame as to iay, Childreii 
are incapable of fin and grace, blifs ot woe 1 

. need 



,y Google 



JppenSic. 401 

heed no imputed righteoulheis to fkreen them 
from the latter, or. to entitle them to the former* 
For the imputing of a Redeemer's righteouf- 
nefs, by an a6l of mercy^ ^pofes demands from 
}uftice\ and fuch demand^ being always ^uit* 
able, and never requiring what is not neceflary^ 
it follows, that the infant of a day, if mad# 
the fubjed of it, Vas under Tome 9Uig0ti9n to 
juftice, which I prefume no one will deny i« 
morel obligation. (See Mark x. 15. and Luke 
xtiii, 16, 17.) 

^ 24. But the moft plaufible obje£tion is: 
*^ Suf^o^g fuch quali£kations to ^ft, by what 
means are they to be difcovered? What is 
there dtfurnibk^ that can with profH-kty be cal^ 
led msrel^ in cme that is not capable of mora) 
agency?" I had faid, InfanU pariah of ik$ 
groat primary qualification which tho dtfign of thi 
ordinanci uquins^ and thertfori JhouU bo- bapti^ 
»id. On which my opponent exclaims: " /n- 
fanii *^vfhztj in general^ Of all mankind? He 
will not, 1 prefume, ailert it.-* I take it for 
granted, however, that he means the infapts 
of profeffed believers* But there i^ no mor^ 
of a moral temper, or of a nip^'^l condu£t, ia 
the mere infant of a real chriflaan, than there 
is in that of a Jew, or of a Turk." 

It is allowed, there is no difcriminating mo<^ 
ral qualificatioa difcovered in one infant nK>re 
than another ; nothing difcemible of a nK>ral 
difference between the cMjdren of profeflbrs and 
of profane. Mr. B. therefore is miftaken iik 

his 
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hid "<rdftje9isrtf, that I ttte^, rt» cfeilArcn irf 
}$rofel0ed beK«dver5 knfy ixz f^jlffed of the moral 
qualification I fpeak of. Bkit » netrcr the troth 
lvh«l he fiys; *' Ow Auihof^s ^thm inquires 
that riie inftfnts tbertffif^i pofleft irtoral qu^i^ 
ftratkms, to reader them rive fob^t^s of bi^ 

What I maifttstfti afe adetie eiftntiid to di6 
ftlbj\ea9t)r taptlfei^ ^^ ar fmrd'fuitMVMi^ to the 
#i»iUK -and d*figir of the ii^tutioir. What falb 
fhort of thiS) is defe£liye; what amoiiints to 
this, qtii«e fbfflei^. It is tvMkity Dtt the kaft 
ref!«aioh, thtt ^THAiital ictnomidbe, ionflcmttnt^ 
mibllief^ and tbd like, lA-e ^ excioded 4-obi att 
elaiin to filch a tnoral fakiblehers \ for how caUr 
ihty be proper fubjoatj \eH6 are profcfled i^ 
bels agalnft the goVerotaftttot of the *King of 
Eferi ? Oiv thfe other ^iiond, wl^n wc coiA» 
dcr the baptifrhal rite as i ^EAt of <jod's ^>* 
pokittVient, exhibiting jOMhefdlijcid: the bibfw 
fings of th« NeW CoVen^ttt^- and theHrf^y laying 
him under ornTe(|)0]lding; Obligations' of duty^ 
(itt ocmfirittatSoft of Whieh fee Chap* II. %' aa. 
4rc )^ the ritd fnUft be opplfecabfc to inftnte' 
Equally ^th pertkefitsi ' alid h^toVferfc; thac it^ 
they \\»^\ all the quaMca«idrt tint 'is ^ffimtid: 
to proper Tufe^e^lB. As the ihosil qd»ditie» a£ 
feiith, repentance, and ^e Kke, . lire hernial to 
fahmtion in certain e'iraH^^fi€4s^ oirfy trf ht|ini« 
iife, fo in certain circufnftartces only are the 
/uppofed exiftenc^ df . theife qXiattftMtMisr efl^tlii 
lo haphjm. 

§ 25. According 
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§, 25 " Accord I i^G to him," fays my oppo- 
nent, '' nothing is plain, determinate, or certain,, 
relating to either the mode or the fuhje£l/* He 
might have almoft as wcUfaid — that there are 
no certain, deterroi^te, and pkdn properties of 
a triangle in general, becaulc the precifi dimen^ 
Ji$ns are not afcenained. Aristotle's EAm 
ftMft mn tdka^ xhtxtioitt^ is imptitinently ap{)lte€t 
ki tlife preftnt cafe. 

1 HAD faid, Thi law of baptifm is emdenily 
mut in fa^ not circuni/iantiat and dgferrhinate^ 
and therefate canntit bi an injtitution entirely 
pofitive. That is, as the connexion ftirvfs, it 
does not bear the Jigm of a mere pofitive la^v ; 
the qualifications of the Aibjecls being reducible 
to no pofitive Jiandard^ Even as the command 
to ^ preach the gofpel to every creature," is 
not fo determinate and crrcumft^ntial, a^ not X6 
fequire for its due execution, the aids of rtiOral 
inference apd analogy. And now 'Vvith refpecl 
fo the command of" preaching thc.go%el," I 
would afk, whether that be not a part of th^ 
divine ftatute ? If not a part of pofitive law, by 
what criterion (hall Vve diftinguifh ? If it be, 
it is either wholly 6r partially, if the latter, by 
what rule fhall we difcriminate ? if the fontier,' 
how comes it to pafs that the . Antipoedbi^ap- 
tifts, perhaps more than any other denomina*- 
tion of chrifiians, are ^t this day fo much di- 
vided about the inlport of this command, " Go 
'^preach the Gojpet to every creature ?" Kbt to' 
mention the perpetual clafhuVg of opinions, about 

IVhat 
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JVhat tbi Gofpil isy and what is implied in 
preaching it? 

I AM far from thinking, however, that this 
affords the lead room for the infidel to tri« 
umph with impunity, or that an infallible head 
on earth (hould be fought : on the contrary, I 
am perfuaded that the more firmly we adhere to 
the merely pofitive fcheme, rigidly infifting that 
every pun£iilio relative to gofpel order is to b^ 
adjufted according to a pojitive Jiandard^ the 
greater handle is given to watchful infidelity, 
and the greater the pretended need of an infid^ 
lible paflor, falfely fo called. 

Our Author imagines he fees a contradiction 
between the aboVe declaration, and another I 
had advanced clfewhere, viz, ^^ Nothing fhould 
be confidered as an eftablifhed principle of faith, 
which is not in fome part of fcriptiirc deli- 
vered with perfpHuity,^* (Social Religion, p. 368.) 
To apply this laft axiom to the fubje£i before 
us. As the fcripture delivers with perjpicuity^ 
that thofe in all nations who are deemed by/ the 
commiffioned minifters of Chrift Juitable fubjeSt 
n^ould be dedicated in the name of the Fa- 
ther, and fo on, by the folemn ufe of water, 
it (hould be confidered as an edabliflied princi- 
ple of faith. But as it is fo obfcure with re- 
fpe<a to the ejfentiality of dipping, teaching 
faith, repentance, &c. that only Mr. B. and a. 
few jDore geniufes fuperior in penetration to 
many of the moft eminent ** that ever filled the 
profefibr's chair, or adorned the Proteftant pul- 
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pit,'* Tan difcover the latent myftciy — it Ihould 
not be confidered as an eftabliflied principle of 
faith, or of praftice. 

§ 26. Our Author is yery fond, on feveral 
occafions, of charging thofe who plead and prae- 
tifc contrary to his peculiar principles, as guilty 
of fymbolizing with the Papifts. Among others 
I am honoured in this way. .** Tho' 1 take it 
for granted, fays he, that Mr. Williams is 
not a Granger to the popi(h controverfy^ relating 
to pofitive ordinances of holy worfhipj yet I 
cannot help thinking that he quite overlooked 
it, when penning his Notes concerniiig baptifm: 
bccaufe that want of perfpicuity and of precifion 
which he charges on a pofitive law, is much 
more becoming the creed of a Papi/iy than that 
of a Proteftant Diflemer." 

Since party names do not operate on my mind, 
as bugbears and hobgoblins do on the minds of 
children,* I take tins from my worthy antagonift 
with perfect good. humour. As to the fact he 
takes for granted, I (hall only fay ; ** Many are 
thofe writers who have treated on this fubje^l 
of controverfy; fome of whofe books I have 
feen and perufed with care." With refpedl to 
the other part of the ftriifture, tho' I readily 
excufe the freedom of the language, 1 muft 
proteft againft the charge of fymbolizing with 
Rome, as totally ill-founded and unjuft; if there- 
by be meant a deiertion of thole grand prin-- 
ciples by which our fore- fathers were juftifiable 
in withdrawing from that communion. 

fFant 
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iff ant' of perfiuuity and pmtfion in a fojhht 
knv^ is pcpii/hk I atiTwer with Chilxinc worth : 
" It is requifite to a rule, so far, as it is a 
RULE, to be evident', ocherwife indeed it is m 
rMl$j becaufe it catntiot ftjrvc for dire^on.'' 
And again^ *^.Tho- P^oteftaiits, being warranted 
by Some of the Fa|:hersy have called foiptura 
the Judges of controverfiei:^^y0i tio ipeak pco* 
perly, as men fliould fpeak. when th^sy witc of 
i::ontroverfies in religion, the fcriptuce is not a 
Judge 'oi pontroveitfies, but a rwii only, and the 
only role for Chriftians to judge diena by. 
Every man is to judge for bimielf , wtth tbs 
judgmtnt ^f difcretim.^r^HQ^ tluB fccipture, we 
pretend, in things n^ceffary^ is plain and per* 
feft.-^If God's will had been we (hould iave 
underftood him more certainly.^ he would. have 
(jpoken mope plainfy%*^ 

One principal fruit of my attrition to the 
Popifli controverfy is this^ That i diibovered, 
or thought that 1 difcoveKed, this maxim as 
the quiniejpnce of ^apery^^Tbat /me party of pnt^ 
feffbtg chrijiians make thofe things to he terms of 
ehri/lian communion, <ind of true religiony which 
Chriji hath noi made fo. Hence the nec^jity of 
feven faoraments; the neceffky o( tradition; the 
nece£ity of an infallible interpreter, &c. aAd the 
necejfity of believing and complying with all, as 
terms of communion* And their bigoted, in-^fr 
tolerant principles are maintained by af^'iqppear 
to Chrift's pofitive injundiions. 

The 
* Relig. of Proteft, Chap. ii. § 6, ?i, $4, 
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Tbe IFant (^ perfpicuity and precifion in pofniva 
kuhfrb^cpma^ tiie . mefl ^ ^^ JP^pijL .. He m^ 
have £ufl, tUe i^reed of ^n iNf iiwej. ! For what 
4$ a,p9fi^ive 1^^? Is it any tiling ^Ue, can' ii 
be wy t^ng elfe, th?u a law 'delivered with 
f&j/pifi^ify ao^ f'^^.i^h ,ft>Mn4fd op the fovc- 
r^n cje^re, and epft>;«;e4 by the were autho. 
rity ftf .ihe I^giflator? *' It yoa would h^vo 
more light ad^^^ to the $u%^ to ufe the wqrdf 
ei CniluiHQVf^fkT^j ^^.^fi^er ipe il>en to thefc 
qu^Jioni.'\ G^ Ihut VfB a. l^w m^rffy pofitlvt^ 
Vfhick d9t» wpit ppSfefe my fo^h ;properties, ^ 
a^ Itei vrorid ^^vf^ to .be, fie^e^ry f9r tba^ 
purpokfe ? Or can a^y j^rtion of feriptqre j^oU 
fefe. tbemi.iV /A^.>yiV^. yv^^h feffie^ tfeou^d^ 
of the mpft emititpat characters for learning 
for gtace, for a difiijtjereft^ freejlonv pf inquiry, 
thai «yer tibe, chriftia»: wofld bfih«Wj prodaim by 
their imtmatal jwritioip fipd tj^eir ^nftienrioup 
pra6tice, tkey do not awl cannot difcov^r? Ye*, 
ye Proteftant Gbamplftr^s now. ii^ g|ory, wh9 
haveihaken tlie foupd^tion ^ St, Peter's by 
your zealqus.. efforts in favQUjr of chriftian pu* 
rity of doiSrine and worflvpi ye were all tair 
k^^%ed ^^e ^rq aflured. And ye living Pce- 
dobaptifts fjar and near, hear it, and let yoi^r 
egrs tii^rle, ye ai-e w?rf corrupt^ refpefting tlie 
introduiSlory prdinance to your holy religion as 
chriftians, than yoyr fore-fathers or yourfelves 
ever thought tbf . Mother of harlots to be ! 
" He that can bejieve it, let him believe it.** 

On^ might b^ led to think from Mr. B.'s 

infinuations 
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infinuations and language, that bis principles are 
admirably calculated to ftem the torrent of papal 
fuperitition ; but on dofer examination, we have 
reafon to fear, that if one be ScjUa^ the other 
is Chary bdis\ the remedy is little better than the 
difeafc. His hypothefis, indeed, may cut off 
the excnjftnce of fuperftition, but inftead d heal- 
ing the wound, it would leave behind, as the 
inevitable effed, the gangrene of bigotry. 

If the fcripture be only a r«/p, who is to be 
the judge of controverted fub^eds ? I anfwer— - 
not the pope as ah tnfeUible int^^eter, nor any 
other man, who having " a pope in his bdly," 
(in LuTHER*s homely phrafe,) would determine 
for others ; not any chureh on earth, however 
infallible or pofiuve its pretenfions; hwt'^ each 
man for ' hmfii/y as he would anfwer for his 
dcciiion and condud before the eternal Judge. 
Duly weighing the difference between ** a mo- 
ment and eternity," between the authority of 
Chrift and will-worihip, let him cautioufly judg^ 
and boWly a6^, as a' man, — an immortal man ^- 
and as a cbriftiiin, looking into the perfe& law 
of evangelical liberty. 

§ 27. I AM further told, ** I muff ad upon 
a conjefture extremely (hrewd and uncommonly 
happy, if at any time I really baptize an infant 
for the very fame reafon that John or the Apof. 
ties baptized multitudes ot pemicnt tonners— 
except, 1 can prove, that a conmiand to im* 
merje penitents^ is equally an order to JprtnkU 
infants" Nay, this is no fair conciulion s for it 

, is 
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k it enough that I (hould prove, (which I thtnfc 
is now doae^) that infants are equally qualified 
iox baptifm and equally intended as penitent fin* 
ners; and that the word bapiifm it a generic 
term alike applicable to afFufion as immeriion. 
Befides, Mr. B. himfelf being judge> when J dtp 
an in^t, I iap(ize it. For, however he may be 
dii^leafed with my charitable effort to lejin ra* 
ther than increafe the^' difference between us, I 
am not fo bigoted but I occaiionally ^ vary 
the mode of adminiftration, according to cir- 
cumftances.^ If,^ therefore, baptizing be neither 
m<Hre nor lels than dippings I have the certainty 
of at leaft fometimes baptizing infants. And if 
/ucb arc ,dipped zfecond" timc^ all the world muft 
know they will be Anabaptists. 

Surely it can be no matter of fiarprife, that 
^< our grand reafon for baptizing infants fhould 
be the very fame which is given by our oppo« 
nents for immerfing penitent finners/' For can 
they have, or defire to have, a better reafoti 
than that they 9^ in obedience to the will 
OF Christ ? Now if Poedbbaptifm be accord* 
ing to our divine Legislator's will, whick 
I have attempted to demonArate> who fees 
not, that the grand reafen is the very fame zt 
what they affign. In proportion as our pra£Hce 
is rights we fulfil the royal pleafure of our com- 
mon Lord, that is, we can truly fay^ our grand 
reafon, than which it is needlefs to feck a better^ 
is preciiely the fame with what our friends urge 
for their own practice. 
Vol. II. T § 28. « Ir 
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' § 28. ^ If Mr. Williams, however, flwuld 
at any time Wite profefledly ^nft the Bap- 
tifts, it may be cxpefted (unlefe he gives up 
this point) that his grand tea/on for f{Hinkling 
infants, will be the very fame which is given 
by us for immerfing penitent finners : and then 
the author of a certain jfyohgy for Clerical Con- 
formity [Rev. Mr. Newton] will have an 
humble imitator *." 

Well, in one refpecft I atn much obliged 
fo my antagonift, that he has not put me m 
tOorfe company^ nay that he ' has coupled mo 
with fo worthy a charafter (as before with- taj 
good friend Mr. Horsey) with whom I have 
the pfeafure to agree in the m<A inlpdr&mt 
concerns. I^ catinot help thinking, however, but 
that, with regard to the merit of our refpec* 
tive fubjedls as controvert ills, we are -Uneftailly 
yoked. It is of little moment in how msu^ 
things I agree with the Apobgift, but it wouM 
be eafy to (hew, wherein my method of de- 
fending Pcedobaptifm differs effentiaUy from lus, 
in apologizing for his minift^rial conformity. 
* Mr. B. obferves in a note : " If the ap<^>. 
^ift^s rcafons for^ clerical conformity be folid, 
thofe minifters that were ge£led in the y^ar 
fixteen hundred and fixty-two muft be coi^. 
dered -as a fet of maniacs.^* It is undeni:ri>Ie 
that moft of thofe who fwell the Bartholomew 
lift, were men who aded on principle; the real 
as well as the oftenfible reafon of their non- 
conformity was, they could not conform with a 

• Ptfdob. £xam. Vd, II. p. <7, 
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good confcUnce. Every one knows, they not only 
iofifted on the impropriety of one party of chrif- 
tians impofing on ^ others in a nation, a fyf*- 
tcm of uniformity under pain of excommuni- 
cation, fines, and imprifonments, but alfo, point- 
ed out thofe particular parts of the fyftem that 
gave them offence. It is evident, the baptizing 
of in/ants makes a part of the fyftem ; and it 
ifi equally evident, that this part of* it was not 
objedted to, by the grcateft luminaries for leam- 
mg an4 pi^ty among them. Now I afk; If 
Mr. B.*s hypothefis be true, " that infant bap- 
tifin is unfcriptural, fuperftitious, abfurd, a daring 
impeachment of Chrift's legiflative authority, &c.** 
can^ we look upon Ithefe minifters in a much 
better light than as a ** fet of maniacs ?7 
Wh^t, could they be in their right mind, to 
(parrel with fuch comparative trifles as a furplice^ 
a^ go>9(n, or a band; and yet embrace, pradtife, 
defend, a '* pillar and part of popery ?" But, 
," l?eing loth to impeach the intcUedls of abqul: 
two thou&nd perfons, who fuffered fo much fc^ 
th,e fake of a . good confcience, I cannot forbear 
fu^eiling that Mr. B/s portions are ai\ infu^t 
on \)ie underftandings of Pcedobaptifts." „ . 

$ 29. Among Mr. B.'s concluding Remarks, 
w^ have the following whiclt deferves notice: 
** I will here prefent the reader with a. plain 
popular argument* — We aflert, that pofitive ii\- 
ftitutions depend entirely on the fovereign. wi}I 
of God. It is true, fay our Peedobaptift Brc|- 
thren, and cenfure the Papijis for prefuming to 
T a alter 
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aU«r tlicai.'— We maintain^ that the term bap* 
liim properly fignifies immerfioo. It is tru^ 
Jay they, but, many of diem add» it affo figoh^ 
fies waftnngy wh^e there is no immerfion.— 
We matntain, that there Js no et^pnfs ccmi« 
mand, ni»r plain example, for infant baptifin 
in the facred fcripturc. It is true, &y thcyj 
but k may be iyrferredy &c.— Finallyt Do we 
iblemnly immerfe thole viho profefs faith in 
the Son of God ? they cannot, they dare not 
deny that w^ have dinne audiority for it. The 
ireader will now judge, from the foregoing pa^ 
ges, whether this be a fiiir ftate of the caie ; 
and if it be, I appeal to him, wtiether 9urs be 
not the fafer fide of the queftion*^" This is ft 
p-fular argument. We heartily pity thofe peo- 
ple who will fuffer fuch language to pafs for 
aipmient. I (hall eafe myfelf of the troul^ of 
confuting it, by transferring the talk to a trU 
amvirate who are perfe^y qualified to retort 
'Upon Mr, B. in his own way. The firft is a 
tocinian : " We affert, that Jefus Ctarift is pro- 
perly a man. It is true, fay you who boaft 
of fuperior orthodoxy, and oenfure the Gnoftict^ 
jtpolUnariaPs^ &c. for prefuming to deny it. 
But not fatisfied with this, you make him 
to be God alfa. You allow with x^ tkat 
lie is jan excdlent example^ and has Uught 
many fuUime truths, but you muft moreover -^ 
make his death meritorious. I appeal to your- 
felves, yrhethcr ours be not the Jafer fide of 
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the qucftkm.*' The Tecond is a Jew : " You 
Mr. B. are a chriftiaq; yOu therefore bdieve 
with us, that the God of Abraham is the true 
God ; but yovL afcribe divine honours to one 
who was ignomihioufly crucified. The writings 
of Mofes and the prophets are the word of 
the Lord. It is true, fay you j but there is 
another volume which you fay muft be added 
to the former, which you call the New Tefta- 
ment. Now every oile fhould choofe the fafer 
Jukj and we are right by your own confeffion, 
in worftiipping the God of Abraham, and ad- 
mitting the infpiration of the Old Teftament.'* 
The third is a Dej/i: " You Jews and chrif- 
tians are all wrong ; and this appears from your 
own conceffions. We maintain, that there is 
one God, who made and governs the world, 
and who has given man the diftinguifhed and 
excellent faculty of'reafon, as a guide to truth 
and ^ rule of a£^ions. It is true, fay you ; and 
yet you muft, forfooth, add to this acknow-* 
ledged rule another^ which you call divine reve- 
lation. To which I may add, that many of 
you chriftians, you Mr. B. in particular, are 
not content with a creed that only avows one 
divine Being, but contend, often from the for-* 
muia of baptifm, that this divine Being fubfifts 
\n three perfonalities, Father, Son, and Spirit— 
perfe^ly equal. Now, furdy, from your own con* 
xeffion we have th^ fafer Jide.^* 

If this method of taltdng be conduGve againft 

our thedogical principles, then, and not ttQ then, 
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vpill Mr. ,B/s popular aipiment be a comlujiot 
one. 

§ 30. ^ According to modem cuftcmi, the 
principal part vws ^tSsA over in fiknce*" That 
is.^ on our principles, there is no room Ic^ ibr 
tf^/ft/r baptifm. He might have mentioned ano- 
ther inAance <^ deviation from apoAdick |»ac- 
tice, viz. That we form our churches of thde 
Vfho are brought up in the bofbm of chrklku 
nity, and not o^ heathen idohters converted to 
the faith: Tho' I believe our oppofers would 
hardly wi(h a complete conformity ia this matter. 
It is fuffident that we imitate the apoftks and 
evangelifts when providence calls us to Jimilar 
drcumjiances. When our miffionaries among the 
Heathen, for inftance, eflahlifli churches, their 
immediate ccmcem is with adults. And were it 
not that fome of thefe keep profefledly exa<3 
journals of their proceedings, and partiodariy 
* the number of perfons baptized from time to 
time, we (hould not probably have beard of 
infants and children as baptized fubje<^s. To 
iatisfy himfelf on tliis head, the reader may con* 
fult, among others> the Life and Journals of 
Mr. David Bra iKEUD, which, at the lame 
time may afford him more imporunt infomuu 
tion and advantages. And now I have mea-^ 
tioned this excellent perfim and his journal, I 
beg leave to make two remarks upon rhcai^ in 
reference to the fubjet^ in hand. 

!• Particular as the account in tfus jooxr* 
nal is, no one can fcam from It fhe m$<k of 

baptizing 
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baptizing he ufed. The only way to determine 
this appears to be, to learn his connexions in 
the chriftian church. The words hapti%i or hap^ 
iifm throw no light on the point. In like man- 
ner y^ (hould confider the religious connections 
and cuftoms of the apoftles and evangelifts af 
Jews, and the nature of what were called their 
baptifms. 

2. Considering the religious charaSler of 
this fervant of Chri(^ who, in proportion to his 
fianding in religion and the miniftry, had few 
equals on tlie other or this fide the Atlantic^ 
in that which conftitutes the chief glory of a 
ehriftian minifter; confidering this, ^ I fay, is not 
his condu^ in baptizing the infants of Indian 
coaverts, perfe<5Uy unaccountable, on the principles 
of our oppofmg brethren? For on thefe principles! 
the a^ of baptizing bifants is unfcriptural, abfur^ 
antichrUtian, &c. Now that a man of this charac- 
ter^ fo much of a pilgrim and flranger on earth, 
fo cooTcientioufly attentive to the wiU of Chrtfiy 
fo prayortul, fo watchful over the motives of bis 
practice in the minuted things, and fb won- 
derfully owned by his I-,ord and Mailer 5 — that 
fuch a perfon fhijuld be guilty of a thing n;i. 
iintly wicked as, we are toid, the baptizing of 
infants is i diouid deliberately fly in the face of* 
the Lawgiver to aShmt him, after wrefUing and 
agonizing like Jacob for hours for the exad 
knowledge of his will and uAivcrfal fubmiffion 
to it ^ this, I coofels, appears to me fomewhat 
incredible. 

That 
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That- fwts on earth (I. mean fucji as are 
not perfeEl) (hould differ about ftnalier matters, 
is not to be v^ondered at ; that Mr. B. for in- 
ftancc, ftionld be fo far influenced by confcien- 
tious fcruples as to omit baptizing children, is a 
very poflible and accountable cafe; and that fuch 
charaftcrs as Mr. Bra i nerd, or his celebrated 
Biographer Mr. 'Jonathan Edwards, that 
profeflbrs Witsius and Turretinus, DoSots 
Owen and Manton, Bifhops Latimer and 
J^BiGHTON, Reformers Luther and Calvin, 
and a thoufand more of the fame fpirit, fliould 
baptize infants, is not wonderful, on our prin- 
pples : but that fuch perfons as thefe fhould be 
guilty of an enormous crime^ a practice fo evi" 
4fintly abfurdy that he who runs may read it— 
deliberately, habitually, in their moji ferious mo- 
ipents, and for a long feries of years to their 
dying day — is what I cannot digefl. But he 
t^at cqn^ Jet him. , 

We arc fomctimcs' informed by our friends, 
that they have received light to difcover the path 
of duty in rejedling their infant baptifm, and 
gdoptitig adult plunging as ejfentiaf to the ordi- 
nance. What this bright convincing Fight is, I 
-fiannot pretend tp f^y, it having ngi yet enlight- 
^ cned my darknefs j Ijut this I may venture to 
pfErm^ that it is a light by no means neceila- 
jrily attendant on found learning, genuine grace, 
the indwelling prefence and influence of th^ 
Holy Spirit, great tendernefs of confciencc, a di- 
ligent inquiry into the whole of chrifUan duty, 

in 
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in (hoit| great eminence in real religion. Where- 
fore^ being a light tiut often times fubfii}$ with» 
$ut thefe excdlencie% moft clearly it does not 
derive its being from them, the', it mud be 
owncd^ they do not always exclude its illumi- 
nating rays. This being the cafe, it is but 
fair to propofe a Query: Is this wonderful fa- 
vour» fo partially conferred upon the children of 
the fame ftmily» and fo much boafted of by 
the reciptents, any thing elfe hut ^^ividenct 
without truth? or, peradventure> light without 
evidence? 

Mt dear Friend and Brother— in bonds in- 
finitely more preciouft than thofe of water bap* 
iifin— £u«well. 



Thi end. 
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